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ORGANIZATION. 


A  meeting  of  the  Jennings  family  was  holdcn  at  Walpole, 
N.  H.,  on  the  6th  of  May,  1863,  for  the  purpose  of  collecting 
information  relative  to  the  large  Jennings'  properties  in  Eng- 
land, said  to  belong  to  the  Jennings  family  in  America,  and  to 
appoint  an  Agent  to  look  up  the  pedigree  and  this  property 
immediately,  as  chancery  proceedings  were  said  to  be  already 
in  progress  in  England  relative  to  the  property. 

The  Jennings  family  when  there  met  lormed  themselves  into 
an  Association  under  the  following  Constitution,  viz  : 

THE  JENNDsGS  ASSOCIATION. 

PREAMBLE . 

Whereas,  William  Jennings  died  at  Acton  Place  in  Eng- 
land, in  1798,  leaving  Real  and  Personal  property  at  the  time 
of  his  death  to  the  amount  of  more  than  ten  millions  of  dollars  ; 
and  whereas,  the  next  of  kin  and  heirs  to  this  property  are  said  to 
be  in  America,  now  in  order  to  prosecute  the  investigation  and 
procure  the  pedigree  of  the  family  in  this  country  so  as  to  con- 
■  nect  them  with  the  deceased,  we  the  undersigned  do  hereby 
agree  to  form  ourselves  into  a  a  association  under  the  following 

CONSTITUTION. 

Art.  1st.  This  Society  shall  be  called  the  Jennings  Asso- 
ciation. 

Art.  2d.     C.  M.  Fisher  of  Vergennes,  and  CoLUiiBUS 

Smith  of  Salisbury,  Vt.,  are  hereby  appointed  aizents  for  the 

purpose  of  investigating  the  case  in  America  and  England,  and 

are  required  from  time  to  time  to  make  printed  reports  of  their 

doings  to  the  members  of  this  Association. 

Art.  3d.     C.  M.  Fisher   of  Vergennes,  Vt.,  is  hereby 

^         empowered  to  raise  five  hundred  dollars  to  cover  the  necessary 

\j  '      expenses  of  attending  to  the  matter  in  America,  and  two  thou- 

li  sand  moro  to  cover  expenses  of  investigating  the  case  in  Eng- 

X       land,  and  all  other  necessary  incidental  expenses  connected 

Vi         therewith  by  issuing  scrip,  which  said  scrip  shall  be  a  lien  upon 

^        the  property  i^^eu  recovered. 

_.X^_ ~. •  _. 


\ 


Art.  4th.  Every  Scrip  shall  be  sold  for  five  dollars,  enti- 
tling; the  piirchapor  to  fifty  dollar?  out  of  the  first  money  recov- 
ered from  said  estate  by  any  member  of  the  Association,  and 
no  more  scrip  shall  be  sold  by  said  anient  than  shall  be  neces- 
sary to  raise  ihc  aforesaid  sums  of  five  hundred  dollars  and 
two  thousand  dollars,  together  W\t\\  the  expenses  of  the  sale 
thereof,  which  shall  in  no  event  exceed  ten  per  cent,  of  the 
receipts  of  the  sale  of  each  scrip. 

Art.  5th.  The  said  Smith  and  Fisher  are  to  be  allowed 
two  dollars  per  day  each  and  expenses  out  of  and  from  the 
money  received  from  the  sale  of  said  scrip,  while  engaged  in 
attending  to  this  busmess,  and  in  addition  thereto,  we  agree  to 
pay  them  ten  per  cent,  of  all  the  money  that  we  or  any  of  us  or 
our  heirs,  Executors,  Administrators,  or  Assigns,  shall  ever 
recover  from  said  property. 

Art.  Gth.  No  member  of  this  Associaion  shall  be  liable  to 
pay  more  than  one  dollar  as  expenses  or  compensation  or  oth- 
erwise to  any  person  or  persons  whatever. 

Art.  7th.  Any  member  of  the  Jennings  Family,  may 
become  a  member  of  this  association  by  paying  one  dollar  to 
C.  M.  Fisher,  agent  as  as  aforesaid,  and  by  signing  this  Con- 
stitution, entitling  each  member  to  a  printed  copy  of  aU  inform- 
ation and  reports  ma4e  in  the  case. 

Walpole,  New  Hampshire,  May,  1863. 
Albert  Knowltox,  Marlboro,  N.  H.  iW.  S.  Jennings,  65  Worth  St.,  New 
Elias  W.  Knowlton,  Walpoie,      "    |        York. 

Silas  Knowlton,  Dublin,  N.  H.         IChas.   H.  Jennings,  380  Plane  St, 
Makk  Webster,  Walpoie,      "  j        Newark. 

Merhitt  J.  Russell,  Harrisville.N.II.lN.  A.  Jennings,  So.  4th  St.,  Philadel- 
Elias  Groct,  A>liland,  Mass.  1        phia.  of  M.  Thomas  <i  Son. 

Geo.  W.  Jones,  A^biand,  Mass. 
Nathan  Dondman,   "  " 

Phila  Hopkins,        "  " 

Mrs.  SIiller,  "  " 


Sarah  Haines,  449  ^^oates  St.,  Phila- 
delphia. 

Isaac  Jennings,  90  Newark  Avenne, 
Jersey  City. 


Cha8.  W.  Wenziell,  "         "  Joshua  Poor,  Poultney,  Vt. 


David  Poob,  Hebron,  N.  Y. 


Albert  W.  Andurt 
John  C.  Jennings,  Newark,  N.  J.,  154 
Hamilton  St. 

Note.— ilany  copies  of  this  Constitntion  were  placed  in  the  hands  of  differ- 
ent per>on«  to  have  circulated  amone  various  branches  of  the  family  in  differ- 
ent parti  of  the  country,  bat  have  not  been  returned  in  season  to  have  the 
•ignert  names  here  appear. 


To   THE   JeNJJINGS    ASSOCIATION  : 

According  to  your  instructions  we  submit  to  you  the  follow- 
ing report,  which,  in  this  state  of  the  ca^se,  must  ho  very  im- 
peifect,  not  yet  iiaving  had  time  to  make  many  searches  rela- 
tive to  the  matter. 

Our  attention  was  first  called  to  the  American  Jennings 
claim  in  England,  by  various  articles  which  have  appeared 
from  time  to  time  for  some  years  past,  in  the  American  papers, 
among  which  articles  were  the  following. 

From  thf  New  York  Herald. 

"The  Jkxninos  F.state.— X.islivjilc  Tenn..  September  18th,  1819.  The 
convention  of  the  JcniiinL'^  fmilv  con^i'Tini;  of  70  (Ielo.j:itc3  from  8  iitatcs, 
(who  claim  to  be  heirs  ro  40.000.000  of  doilnrs  worth  of  property  in  Enclnmi.)^ 
atijourncil  yustcrdny.  Tliey  Imd  been  in  session  tor  several  days  and  appoint- 
ed a  committee,  who  are  empowered  to  ol)t!iin  ail  the  iiecessarv  Icjal  evidence 
to  substantiate  tiieir  claim,  .ind  then  to  employ  a  Commissioner  to  proceed  to 
England  to  prosecute  the  suit  tor  thj  sum  they  claim  a,s  heirs." 
From  Wihr.n's  Despatch,  N.  Y.,Xov.  r>fh  1810. 

SoMETiiiN'O  FOR  THE  Jknn I NGsics. — William  Jcnniniis  i«  dead.  He  died 
a  short  time  ii:io  in  Knirland.  Afrer  hij*  death  his  executors  mado  an  autof'sy 
of  his  chest  and  strong  box.  and  also  opened  his  Will  and  Codicil.  The  result 
was,  the  discovery  that  this  property  i)oloni;ed  to  hi.s  heirs  at  law,  but  who  his 
heirs  were  was  a  profound  inyster>',  therefore  proclamation  was  issued,  invit- 
ing the  Jeiinin;;ses  trenerally,  to  come  in,  prove  property,  pay  charj^es  and 
cany  off  the  plunder. 

From  the  New  York  Knickerbocker  about  \8^2. 

Who  was  tour  Gravdfather  ?— Forty  millions  of  dollars  are  Ivini  idle 
in  England  waitini:  for  tiie  advent  of  heirs  bearing  the  surname  of  Jenninps. 
There  are  none  in  F-ngland  ;  they  must  bo  in  tliis  country  if  anywhere,  and 
all  the  Americag  Jenninirscs  are  on  the  qniviie.  Jennings,  the  original  stock, 
was  bom  in  London  in  1700,  and  died  in  iT.^S.  There  are  no  direct  heirs,  and 
the  eearches  must  go  back  to  descendants  of  his  brothers  and  sisters,  if  he  had 
any  such  kindred  ;  if  nut,  to  relatives  of  his  father  and  mother.  Thus  the 
American  Jenningscs  must  be  prepared  with  their  genealogy  for  more  than 
one  hundred  .vears,  discover  the  emi^'rating  ancestor  who  came  to  the  L'ni'^d 
States,  and  truce  rlio  course  of  his  blood  to  themselves. 

From  the  New  Bedford  {Mass.)  Daily  Mercury,  August  8,  18-jI. 

The  Jennings  Estate. — It  seems  by  the  papers  that  in  all  parts  of  the 
country  there  are  claimants  for  the  large  .lennings  estate  which  lies  in  Eng- 
land. The  whole  value  of  this  propTtv,  according  to  English  authority,  ex- 
ceeds jCS.OOO.OOO,  or  more  than  540,000,000,  a  sum  which  would  make  its  pos- 
sessor the  richest  man  in  the  worM.  William  .I-.-nninirs,  who  loft  the  principal 
of  it,  was  an  old  miser  who  took  grcixt  pleasure  in  accumulating,  lie  waa 
horn  sometime  about  1700  and  died  in  I7'.,i8  leaving  no  issue  and  intestate.— 
the  question  now  to  solve  is,  who  are  the  heirs?.  In  Enu'land  aii  claim  has 
ceased  and  it  is  certain  that  the  descendants  exist  on  this  side  of  the  Atlantic, 
but  as  yet  unrecognized.  Not  long  ago  a  whole  convention  of  Jennings's 
from  all  parts  of  the  United  States  sat  at  Nashville  to  appoint  committees  to 
institute  inquiries  and  raise  funds  to  investigate  the  matter.  Subsequently  a 
convention  sat  at  Charlottcville  for  a  similar  purpose. 

From  what  we  can  understand,  the  impression  among  eminent  leiral  men 
who  have  examined  the  matter,  is,  that  the  true  heirs  are  the  descendants  of 
Mr.  S.  Jcnningfi  of  this  city.  This  gentleman  hits  already  been  to  Eni:land  to 
invcKtigatc  the  matter,  and  intends,  wo  learn,  to  proceed  thither  again  on  the 
same  business. 

The  British  Government  baa  been  desirotis  for  a  long  time 
to  find  the  owners  of  the  estate.     Through  English  papers 
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notice  has  been  made  by  its  authority,  but  finding  no  response 
to  it,  instructions  .were  sent  twice  to  this  country  for  the  Jc- 
scendants  of  Charles  Jennings,  who  carae  hither  from  England 
in  1680.  The  first  inquiry  was  ad<lrc?sed,  some  years  ago, 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States,  and  adver- 
tisement of  this  fact  we  hcHeve  was  made.  More  reontly, 
the  British  consul  at  Norfolk  received  from  high  functionaries 
at  home,  directions  to  proceed  to  Elizabeth  City  county  to 
institute  similar  investigations  as  to  the  descendants  of  this 
same  Charles,  who  it  is  believed,  is  the  true  heir. 

The  sacredness  with  which  the  British  laws  are  observed 
■with  regard  to  property  is  beautifully  illustrated  in  this  mat- 
ter. Here  is  an  immense  estate  which  was  left  fifty  years  ago, 
without  an  owner,  and  as  far  as  the  government  know,  without 
a  probability,  after  so  great  a  lapse  of  time,  of  one  being  found, 
but  under  the  parental  care  of  the  laws  it  is  watched  and 
cherished,  until  we  suppose  it  has  tripled  its  original  value. 
It  is  still  held  in  trust  to  be  conveyed  to  the  heir,  how  remote 
soever,  or  how  far  soever  removed  from  allegiance  to  English 
sovereignty. 

Mr.  Emerson,  in  one  of  his  recent  lectures,  related  a  similar  incident  to  show 
the  stability  of  the  Enj;li«h  laws.  A  man  liio'i  seven  hundred  years  a^o,  leav- 
ing a  portion  ol  his  property  to  be  invested  in  sucli  a  war  as  to  snjiply  a  cart 
of  bread  and  ale  to  whomsoever  should  apply  for  it.  Notwithstanding:  revo- 
Intion,  civil  war  and  pro^rress  and  chnnpe  of  all  sorts,  the  bequest  is  as  rijridly 
observed  to-day  as  it  was  wlien  it  was  first  made.  Mr.  Etnereon  himself,  to 
test  the  matter,  enjoyed  the  benefit  of  this  strange  and  remote  charity.— Afo- 
biU  Paper. 

From  the  Massachusetts  Plowjhman,  June  12,  1852. 

The  Jennixgs  Estath.— The  English  papers  by  the  Asia -annonnco  that 
the  court  of  chancery  has  settled  this  lontr  litiLrated  rase.    The  property  lies 

Erincipally  in  Suffolk  and  was  once  estimated  at  £7,000,000.  but  only  oiie-half 
03  been  divided  by  the  late  decision.  One  of  the  fortunate  claimants  is  a 
journeyman  painter  of  Maldon.  named  Ix)nu:ham.  The  property  is  divided 
into  seven  portions.    Longham's  share  is  £.300,000. 

'JTie  house  of  the  Jennings's  is  an  extensive  house.  It  has 
many  branches  and  this  announcement  caused  them  all  to  stir 
their  stumps.  The  transatlantic  Jennings's  pricked  their  ears  ; 
the  Jennings's  of  America  cocked  their  eyes.  In  Virginia 
they  held  a  convention  and  by  solemn  re.solution  invited  all 
persons  resident  in  the  state  claiming  to  be  heirs  of  William 
Jennings  aforesaid,  to  face  the  music.  The  convention  was  to 
re-assemble  on  the  first  of  this  month  at  Iliceville,  in  the  Old 
Domain,  when  it  is  believed  the  congregation  will  be  more  nu- 
merous than  select. 

From  the  Newark  Daily  Advertiser,  about  1852. 
A  SUPPOSED  wiNDFAi-L. — Quite  an  interest  has  recently  been  excited  in 
Camden  and  Gloucester,  anionp  the  families  of  Lippenrott's,  Prices,  Flinaf:.<«n8, 
and  Borrouprh'fl.  in  cor.sequence  of  the  disrovery,  us  they  suppose,  thai  they 
are  the  Iee;iii  heir*  of  one  Wil'iam  J  nninc"*,  of  Acton  Plaf-o,  London, -^ho 
died  intestate  in  17^'^,  leaving  an  immrn-c  estate,  in  consols,  local  .>tocka,  an- 
nuities, bank  deposit,  ice,  valued  uccordinsf  to  8fHtemeDt<5  of  the  liritibh 
Mtboritiea,  to  ^£8,000.000,  or  $40,000,000.    In  additioa  to  which  there  is  an 


Iron  chest  deposited  with  n  London  bunkinsr  honce.  and  which  has  not  hocn 
opened,  srxifl  to  contain  pl.ito  &<■.,  of  zr^nt  vnlne.  The  several  claimants  havo 
Tinitoil.  and  cmpowcrfd  Mr.  .t.  U.  Priro,  of  PiiiLKlelpliia,  ttieir  airent,  who  has 
been  in  London  for  some  montiis,  actin:;  in  conrert  with  able  counsel  there. — 
Late  advices  frorn  the  ii;;ent  «tate.  tliit  the  British  authorities  acknowlcdire  tho 
title  to  bo  vested  in  American  heirs  ;  tliey  aro  therefore  in  conridcnt  expecta- 
tion of  bcin^  alilo  to  make  out  tiio  c.ise.  The  claimants  have  orj:;ini7.''d,  and 
appointed  J.  W.  Copper,  Esq.,  President,  and  Henry  Curtis,  Esq.,  Secretary. 

We  likewise  saw  several  notices  of  Jennings  family  meetings* 
in  the  Virginia,  Tennessee,  New  Jersey,  Massachusetts  and 
Philadelphia  papers;  alst  circulars  sent  to  various  branches  of 
tho  Jenning.''  family  by  agents  who  have  from  time  to  time  been 
employed  to  investigate  this  matter  in  England.  Of  many  of 
these  notices  and  circulars  wo  have  not  been  able  to  procure 
copies. 

We  arc  credibly  informed  that  about  A.  D.  1851,  an  asso- 
ciation was  formed  in  Dublin,  Ireland,  for  the  purpose  of  find- 
ing the  true  heirs  and  next  of  kin  of  William  Jennings  who  died 
in  England  about  179o,  and  left  the  most  part  of  this  prop- 
erty, and  after  having  found  such  heirs  and  next  of  kin,  to 
make  a  bargain  with  them  to  recover  the  property  for  them 
for  a  percentage  of  what  was  recovered.  £3000  was  raised 
by  the  association  for  this  purpose.  The  circulars  of  this  asso- 
ciation (many  of  which  we  have  seen)  were  sent  all  over 
Great  Britain,  Ireland  and  America. 

Lord  Howe,  whom  we  understand  is  in  possession  of  tho 
real  estate,  having  ascertained  what  this  association  was  doing, 
got  out  an  injunction  against  the  association  and  on  the  gr.ound 
of  maintenance  stopped  their  proceedings. 

John  Lyons,  agent  of  a  branch  of  the  New  York  Jennings 
family  writing  from  London,  June  17,  1852,  says  (in  a  Jen- 
nings circular  :) 

"The  Jenninjrs  estate  is,  of  all  others,  worth  con.«iderahIc  sacrifice  to  us.  I 
do  not  Tiew  it  like  a  lottrjry  where  there  is  so  j^reat  a  number  of  blanka  to  one 
prize.    I  think  our  chances  of  success  are  nine  out  of  ten. 

First. — The  heirs  are  not  in  this  countrv  as  appears  very  evident. 

Second. — The  whole  2;round  has  been  thoroughly  f:ono  over,  and  every  point 
canvassed  likely  to  afford  information  of  the  lawiui  heirs. 

Third. — The  Association  formed  in  Dublin  last  Au;:ust,  after  spendine;  two 
or  three  thousand  pounds  sterlin;^,  concluded  that  the  heirs  are  in  the  United 
States  of  America. 

We  have  a  great  work,  great  encoarageroent,  and  the  most  favorable 
advantage." 

Having  our  attention  thus  called  to  this  property  and  the 
Jennings  claim  in  America,  and  believing  there  must  be  some 
truth  in  the  various  reports  here  in  circulation  relative  to  the 
property  in  England  belonging  to  the  Jennings  family  in  Amer- 
ica, we  concluded  to  take  some  trouble  to  inform  ourselres 
relative  to  this  matter  in  England  ;  to  see  what  Jennings  prop- 
erty there  was  there  which  was  not  in  possession  of  the  persons 
legally  entitled. 

Therefore  while  in  England,  we  on  varioui  occasions  saw 
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and  procured  much  information  relative  to  the  property  and 
family  there.  Among  which  -we  will  call  your  attention  to  the 
following : 

Ist.  Copies  of  advertisements  which  we  collected  there 
relating  to  Jennings. 

Irr  Re  Gko.  Jennings.— Should  this  meet  the  eve  of  the  parties  who  adver- 
tised a  few  vcars  n^ro  in  tlie  Tnnes  tor  the  next  kin  of  George  .iLnnin;:*.  they 
are  parti'-ularly  soliritrd  to  forward  their  addvcs  with  a  copy  of  tUe  advorti^e- 
ment  to  X.  Y.,  11  Ponltrv.  Anv  pcrjoii  supplyintr  a  ropy  of  the  papor  con- 
taining the  above  nniiicd  adverlibement  ■vsill  receive  a  re%sard  ot  ten  shulin(;3. 
—  Times,  Jan.  \st,  18'>6. 

To  Parish  Cleisks  anp  Others.— One  guinea  will  be  piven  for  the  mar- 
ria^re  certificate  ot  t^mrue  .Icnnin^rs  and  rnuience  Cnrrcll,  .supposed  to  have 
been  married  in  Li)ndon,  about  tiio  vcar  1725.  Addre^^  J.  J.,  at  Mr.  Swal- 
low's, 25  Everett  Street,  Ku,s.«eii  Square.— Tim'-s,  June  T,  1&-J7. 

Lavinoton.— If  Mrs.  Lavinprton,  (who  married  Mr.  Tliomas  Lavinpton  of 
Titchtieid,  Schoolmaster,)  who,«.e  mmiien  name  was  .JcimiDsis,  of  Staines,  Mid- 
dlesex, or  if  dead  her  immediate  relatives  will  communicate  with  the  adver- 
tiser, she  or  they  will  hc^r  of  somethinir  to  her  or  their  advnntaire.  Address 
J.  J.,  care  of  Mr.  Swallows,  25  Everett  Street,  Kusseli  Square.— rjws,  April 
2d,  ia56. 

Margaret  Jennings  wife  of  Pet  Jennings  formerly  Allen,  Spjn- 
8TER.— If  the  said  Marcaret  JenninL's  who  resided  several  years  since  in  Hich 
Street,  in  the  parish  of  St.  Giles,  in  the  Fields  ami  of  the  Polygon  Somer»town, 
in  the  Couniv  of  Middlesex,  will  apply  at  thii  othce  of  Mr.  Hcalcs,  Proctor, 
No.  8.  Great  Carter  Lane,  Doctors  Commons,  London,  she  will  hear  ot  some- 
thing to  her  advantage,  or  if  she  is  desd.  any  person  !,'ivini;  information  there- 
of will  be  rewarded  tor  their  trouble.— jLo»do«  Gazette,  1824. 

Jennings  Propertt.- At  a  mcetimr  of  some  of  the  decendants  of  Jeffrey 
Jennings  held  in  Dublin,  on  Tuesday  the  12th  of  Au^'ust,  1851,  it  was  re-olred 
that  a  general  meetin;,'  of  the  tamilv  of  Jennings  should  be  held  on  Friday  the 
29th  of  AuL'ust  inst.,  at  11  o'clock,  at  51  Upper  Sackviile  Street,  Dui.im,  to 
consider  the  best  mode  of  proceeding'  to  discover  the  heir  at  law  and  next  of 
kin  to  considerable  real  and  personal  property  left  by  William  Jennint:?  ot 
Acton  Hall,  Suffolk,  and  Grosvcnor  Square.  London,  who  died  mtestate  la 
17(*8.  It  is  supposed  that  the  heirs  are  to  be  found  in  Ireland,  and  all  con- 
nected with  the  name  are  invited  to  attend  with  their  respective  genealogies. 
The  agent  appointed  bv  the  Jennings  family  association  in  America,  who  has 
just  arrived,  will  attend  the  meeting.— iTiann's  Llisloncal  Almanac,  published  m 
Leeds,  Eng.  A.  D.  18-53. 

One  Ann  Jennings  died  in  England  many  years  ago  and 
lett  property  in  the  Bank  of  England  unclaimed,  abouli^loOU. 
He  next  of  km  advertised  for  in  London  Times. 

Mi88  Jane  Jennings  Deceased.— If  the  next  of  kin  of  Jane  .Jennings,  lato 
of  Wellington,  in  the  County  of  Somerset,  Spinster,  who  died  intestate  the 
22d  of  Mav,  1831,  will  apply,  either  personally  or  by  letter  post  paid,  to  Messrs. 
Norton  &  Chaplin,  Solicitors,  3  Graysin  Square,  London,  or  to  Mr.  Pain, 
Solicitor,  Milverton,  Somersetshire,  they  will  hear  of  something  to  their 
advantage. — London  Gazeltr,  16U. 

Besides  the  advertisements  here  given,  many  others  have 
appeared  in  England  relating  to  the  following  named  persons : 
Alexander  Jennings,  Catherine  Jennings,  Deborah  Jennings, 
Jennings  Family,  Humphrey  Jennings,  James  Jennings,  John 
Jennings,  Robert  Jennings,  Thomas  Jennings,  and  WMliam 
Jennings.  We  have  not  been  able  to  procure  copies  of  these 
advertisements. 

It  is  presumed  'hat  nearly  all  these  advertisements  relate  to 
the  large  property  left  by  Humphrey  or  William  Jennings 

By  theae  advertisementa  it  will  be  seen  that  much  stir  has 
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been  made  in  England  relative  to  Jenninga  property  there,  and 
numerous  searches  made  to  itrove  pedigree. 

From  present  appearances  there  seems  to  be  t\vo  Jennings 
properties  in  England  of  immense  value,  supposed  to  belong  to 
the  Jennings  family  in  America.  One  is  a  property  left  by 
Humphrey  Jcnnii'igs  otherwise  Jeuncns,  ■who  died  in  IGi'O,  and 
the  other  by  his  grandson  Wm.  Jennings  of  Acton  Place,  who 
died  1708.  Both  these  properties  may  be  foimd  to  have 
merged  into  one. 

The  following  is  aa  extract  from  the  Annual  Register  of 
London,  A.  D.  1708  : 

"Died  .Tntic  10th,  in  liis  ninoty-sevPTith  reir,  William  .Jennens  of  Actcn 
Place*,  near  Lon:;  .Mtlfnnl  in  rnnntv  of  Siufilk,  mi'lof  (iroswnnr-iiiiire,  Lon- 
don, Ksq.  He  was  hapti/cii  in  t^epr.  1701 ;  nnu  %va«  the  «nn  ol  Uo^Tt  .knnens, 
Esq.,  aiile-do-ci.mp  ri)  tho  iireat  ilnke  of  MarHxinmirti  i^y  Anne,  !iis  wife, 
dain:htcr  and  heirof  Cari'w(jiiiilott,  K-q.,  linenily  (le«  ende'l  from  Sir  Antliony 
Guidott,  Kilt.,  a  nohle  Florentine,  eniploycfi  on  sun'lrv  e'nini'^-^j.rs  by  Kin;; 
Edward  V[.,)  and  iirnndson  of  Humphrey  -'ennens,  of  I'.rdiniiton  Hall,  in  the 
county  of  Warwick,  l>q.,  lord  of  the  manor  of  N'cih<r-\Vliitai  re,  in  flis;  county 
in  IGPO,  an  eminent  iron  master  at  liinnincliain.t  KinL'  Wiiliiim  III.  was  t:o'l- 
father  to  the  late  Mr.  Jet.ncn.s;  and  amonir-t  other  %-nluiil)les  discovered  in  his 
house,  i"<  a  silver  ewer,  which  was  tlie  pvcent  from  that  monarch  at  hi:*  bap- 
tism. He  had  been  pa^rc  to  Geor^'P  1.,  and  dunn;;  the  lout:  period  of  hit-  lite, 
remained  a  bachelor  more  siven  to  penuriousness  than  hur-pitaiity ;  of  course 
his  accumulations  !nai:nitied  even  beyond  his  powers  of  computation.  He 
was  the  Inst  annuitant  of  the  exchcquer-tontinc  of  XlOO  a  t-liare.  tor  whicli  he 
had  received  X.3,000  a  year  for  many  years  past.  He  had  property  in  almost 
pvery  fund. J  And  huch  was  his  immense  wealth  that  tli*'  dividends  on  most 
of  his  stocks  have  not  beeu  received  since  1788,  nor  the  interest  on  his  mort- 

•  Actoti-placc  was  formorly  the  seat  of  tho  rinnicls;  they  sold  it  to  Rohprt  Jennens, 
Esq.,  who  tie>;rin  to  rrbuil.l  it  ;  his  son  Wiliinm  tini-hed  it,  and  made  it  a  tine  structure. 
The  advowson  is  in  Mr.  .fi'nnens,  imf  the  raonnnients  of  all  'he  lormer  owners  of  the 
estate  are  destroyed,  or  shut  up  from  public  view. 

t  Who  purch.a>ed  a  fimilv  scat  at  Oo^pal,  in  Leicestershire;  and  pos'es.'^ed  some  rerr 
extensive  forces  at  Whitwick,  on  the  r.lje  of  Charrawood  Forest.  Ijroratord-forpf  ami 
Aston- fum.T'C,  hIso  in  the  cniinty  of  Warwick,  and  Hales  Owrn  iron-works,  in  Shrop- 
ihire,  fomiM  part  of  hi.i  extensive  ronrom.s.  (lis  house  in  liirmingham  ws  in  Ilit-'h 
Btrfet  now  in  tho  occupation  of  Joiin  Rvland,  Esq.,  and  F.rchn?ton-ball  bis  rountry 
residence.  The  fatlier  of  Humphrey  is  supposed  to  hare  re.sided  »t  Hales  Owen  ;  and  it 
is  conjectured  th.-it  his  pr<'di  cesser;^  wrrc  onfrinaiiy  inhabitants  of  Yorkshire.  This  fam- 
ily is  one  amone  the  many  who  have  acquired  ample  fortunes  at  hirminRhnm,  where  they 
were  equally  famous  fT  industry  and  frenero-^ity.  Jonn  Jennens  and  his  w;le  w€to  hrn- 
ef:ictors  to  the  poor  there  in  1C51  ;  an<l  another  John  Jennens.  their  desf-endant,  in  17-19, 
built  the  church  of  St.  B.irtholomew.in  that  town, at  his;own  expense.  Anecdotes  of  Bow- 
yer,  p.  6ifi. 

t  The  following  is  an  accurate  statement  of  his  property ; 

Pouth  Sea  Stock .'^O.OOO        Interest  on  ditto, jES,725 

Ditto,  new  ditto 30.0  0  Ditto  7,6.50 

Ditto,  old  ditto 40,' 00  Dit:o  9,600 

IndiaStock... 23,890  Ditto  18,570 

Console,  3  per  cents, .50, if;.)  Ditto  .'. 17,2.'.0 

Ditto,  ditto,  his  mother!g in.uoo  Ditto  5,450 

B mk  Stock 35.(00  D.tto  19,r,(i0 

Five  per  Cent,  ditto 30,f.00  Ditto  17, 2.50 

FourpcrCent  ditto 21,(X)0  Ditto  11,  20 

Reduced  Annuities 6<^i,000  Ditto  16,800 

Long  ditto.... 2,000  per  ann.  Ditto  22,000 

Account  at  the  Bank 57,7 i9 

Ditto  at  Chil  i's 6,000 

Ditto  at  Iloare'a 17,600 

Ditto  at  Stevenson's 19,300 

Ditto  at  Oo'liups 7,000 

In  London  As>^urancc  Office 400  shares.    Due  upon  them .«...  3,408 

New  fciver  Conv;cni Div ilend  due 5,000 

On  Mortpapj 200,000  Inter-i«t  due 

Landed  Estate 8,00')  per  ann.  Kent  due 

The  Chelm-<ford  Chronicle  of  July  0.  17"H,  in  a^rin/  an  acconnf  of  the  funeral  of  the 
daoeaacd,  statea  th*t  hia  age  "  m  apeci&ea  on  tile  coffin  lid,"  w*m  M  yc*n  and  10  montha. 
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jra^s  f-^r  n  Inns  time.  la  his  iron  chest,  the  kcT  of  which  conld  not  be  found 
till  itftor  a  Ion;:  sonr'^h,  hi'I  in  a  tnort^'n^'e  dccii,  thure  w-.-i-e  bank  note*  fif  hoi 
yo.ir  !■:;;«  tc.  th.-  :inn'Ui;t  of  .CI''  noOmvi  .vL-verni  rhniHun.t  new  L.'ii!ii''as.  Abont 
i'iO.OOO  wiTC  (oil. id  in  moiioy  ami  li:ink  rnrt-s.  ii:  his  town  uiid  coiintrv  hon<:.'>, 
and  also  a  key  to  the  rhcFt  rontainini:  his  motiior'^  pli.re  and  valnabio^,  whic'h 
is  doposited  "at  Cliild's,  thn  tnnkfrs,  anil  has  ni-vor  b.^en  opened  since  her 
dcre.ise.  lio  is  reported  ro  have  aUvays  kept  .£.'ii),000  in  hi"  banker'?  hr.iiln, 
for  nny  snd<ion  enier;:ency,  and  had  nm-  drawn  a  ilratt  on  tiic  bank  (or  tiie  la-i; 
fonrteen  yearn.  He  never,  tiil  vcrv  iat.-lv,  einpioved  a  rcirular  steward.  Not 
many  years  since  an  eminent  attorney  of  SiiDolk,  who  happened  to  be  present, 
otferedhis  n.'sistance  at  liis  nndit,  thinkini:  the  fati.'ne  too  u'reat  for  :Mr.  Jen- 
nens'  a;:c,  hut  he  was  answered,  "  Whnt!  do  you  think  I  can't  write  ?"  He 
w.is  very  re:r'il.ir  and  e.xact  in  ;iil  liis  accrnnt-;  iii'oniuih  tliiit  ho  oven  noticed 
his  hou^eliolil  bUls  exeeodinu'  tlieir  usual  limount.  Hi-i  expenses  wero  snppi.sed 
not  above  .C^OOO  K-year.  al:bou':h  hi-*  property,  it  is  thou_'ht,  i-anciot  fad  slmrt 
o1  two  niiilioiis.  It  appeals  that  ho  lias  had  verv  taitiitui  servants  wh  ■  will  l>e 
all  well  nrovideJ  for.  A  will  wns  tound  in  hia  coat  poeket,  sealerj  bnt  not 
sisncd,  wiiich  was  owiji^,  as  hi«  favorite  servant  -avs.  to  li;s  master  leaving: 
his  si'ectaclcs  at  homo  when  he  went  to  liis  ,soii>'itor  for  tii"  purpose  of  duly 
exeeutiiii:  it,  and  wiiich  h^  nf  crwarda  forcot  to  do.  By  this  testameuiarv 
in.>tranient,  in  which  .John  Haeon,  l>q.,  of  the  Fir-t  Fruit?  Olhce,  was  a  re-^id- 
uary  ]c;;alec,  tlie  whole  property  was  intended  tf>  be  totailv  alienated  from  the 
channels  into  which  it  ha"  Hceidentally.  fallen. 

The  most  material  sull'erers  bv  Mr.'  .Jenneii's  dvintr  without  a  will  are  the 
Hanmer  fai.iily,  of  Bettesiield  Park,  in  Flintshire,  and  lioibrook.  hail,  m  Suf- 
foll;.  Jlr.  Jennetis'  own  aiiiu  was  mother  to  \V  iltiain  Hmmier,  F,sq.,  of  the 
Fenns,  first  cousin  of  the  late  Sir  Walden  Hamier,  of  Bttresfield  and  theFenns; 
and  his  desceud.ants,  particularly  those  resilmu^  in  Sutlblk.  have  most  cert.uniy 
been  in  the  i;iearest  habits  ot  fricndsiup  witn  Mr.  .leiinens.  The  above-men- 
tioned William  Hanmer,  Fsq..  manied  his  first  cousin.  Miss  Jennens,  of  Gos- 
pal,  by  whom  he  had  a  daiiichter.  Hester,  who  marritnUA.«heton,  now  Lord 
Curzon,  by  whom  he  had  a  son  (the  Umi.  Tenn  Asiuton  Cf.rzon.  M.  1'.  for 
Leicestershire,)  who  married  Lady  Sophia  Charlotie  Howe,  dauirhtcr  of  Earl 
Howe,  and  died  Sept.  I,  17i.*7, leaving  an  intant  son.Georizc  Aui'ustits  Wm.  Cur- 
zon, who  was  born  May  14,  17&8.  and  is  now  heir  at  l.iw  to  all  the  estate  of  Mr. 
Jennens,  which  i)e  had  pos«es'--ed  tor  scTentv-tinve  years.  His  personr.l  prop- 
erty devolves  on  his  cousins,  \Vm.  Lycon,  £^q.,  M-  P-,  ;cr.indson  of  Mi's.  Hes- 
ter Hanmer,  aunt  of  the  deieased,)  and  Mary,  relict  ol  Wiiliaia  Howard,  com- 
monly called  Viscount  Andover,  (eldest  son  of  Henry  Bi^wes  Howard,  late 
Earlof  Sutfolkand  Berks,)  t,'raud-dau;,'htcr  of  O.iine  Anne  Fi»her,  also  aunt  of 
the  deceased.  Thus  Ins  most  incalculable  we.-..th  merires  into  three  individu- 
als possessing;  previous  fortunes  almost  immense.  Un  the  ^.Hh,  his  remains 
■were  interred  in  the  family  vault,  at  Acton  Church,  with  much  funeral  pomp. 
On  opening  the  vault,  the'cofhns  of  his  father  and  mother  only  were  found 
therein,  the  former  of  whom  had  beea  buried  seventy-three,  and  the  latter 
thirty -seven  years.* 

Wo  are  informed  that  tlic  real  estate  left  bj  William  Jcn- 
iiino;s  went  into  the  possessiou  of  Lord  Howe,  and  some  of  the 

♦Note. — A  similar  notice  appeart  in  the  Goot!eman''3  Magazine  of  the  same  date. 

Note.— Wm.  Je.vn-kns'  father  died  when  he  was  on  the  point  of  completinir  a 
most  sumptuous  and  ina^niticent  country  house,  which  for  tjrandeur  of  its  Hall 
and  the  mas.-ey  eleu;ance  of  its  marble  chimney  pieces,  as  well  a.s  the  beauty 
aad  extent  of  the  stalile.^  and  the  oihces,  is  unrivalled  in  iu.it  part  of  the 
coiintry  and  is  excelled  in  few  others.  The  stair-ciise  however  and  one  center 
wins  of  the  house  which  was  to  have  been  principally  devoted  to  a  va.>-'t  and 
superb  b.all  room  were  left  totally  incomplete,  and  uotwith.'tandini:  the  ^on, 
when  he  .attained  his  mujoritv,  found  himself  possessed  in  real  and  pcrson.d 
estate  of  not  less  than  i:.iOO,OCO,  he  never  added  another  stroke  to  the  unlin- 
ished  structure.  In  this  extensive  palace  Mr.  .leniiiiu-s  resided  when  in  the 
country,  until  his  death.  He  did  not  reside  iu  the  finished  and  family  apart- 
ments, but  ia  the  basement  lloor  alone.  The  value  of  the  furniture  w:i.^  net 
over  X'iO,  nor  were  the  rooms  above,  althoutrh  completely  finished  and  maii- 
nificfntly  furnished,  ever  opened  by  him  but  one.o.  He  was  never  kiiov-u 
during  his  whole  life  to  exhibit  one  cQa.it.iblo  action.  When  in  i/onoou  he 
frequented  t.:o  Kamii.K'  tables,  not  as  a  ;;aiiibler,  bu'  to  acconnnodate  the 
Uulucky  with  monev  for  iho  CTeaintr,  ami  to  draw  an  enormous  proht  frtnu  the 
freueraf  losses.  For  one  thousaud  pouads  adrauce  the  next  morniD^  b« 
recotved  lOUO  guioeaa. 
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personal  propertj  went  into  the  possession  of  Ijord  Bcauchamp 
and  Lady  Andovcr,  but  tlie  bulk  of  the  personal  estate  is  now 
in  British  funds  awaiting  proper  claimants. 

There  is  no  doubt  but  Lord  Howe  is  ac  this  time  in  possess- 
ion of  the  real  estate,  but  he  is  not  thought  to  be  the  person 
legally  entitled  to  it.  He  is  s;iid  to  be  descended  from  an 
illegitimate  branch  of  the  Jennings  family. 

A  very  respectable  gentleman  of  fortune,  an  antiquarian, 
ifonnorly  of  Hootou,  M-i.s-;.,  bu:  for  many  x'-oar-'  nn-t  a  rosi-lout 
in  England,  informed  Mr.  Smith  some  years  since  that  he  had 
been  on  tliis  e.-Jtate  several  times  ;  .that  it  c^imprises  a  whole 
village  ;  that  he  was  well  acipiainted  with  the  steward  of  Lord 
Howe,  the  cccupant  of  the  estate.  He  said  thut  ho  had  dliiod 
with  him  at  Acton  Hall,  and  J.iat  the  people  in  that  neighbor- 
hood say  it  is  generally  understood  and  talked  of  there  that 
Lord  Howe  is  not  the  real  owner  of  the  estate,  but  that  the 
true  heirs  and  next  of  kin  are  in  America,  and  that  the  per- 
sonal property  is  in  the  Bank  of  England,  and  can  be  recov- 
ered. 

We  find  there  has  been  much  litigation  in  England  relative 
to  the  Jennings  property  there.  In  fact  Lord  Howe  cannot  be 
said  to  have  been  in  quiet  possession  of  the  real  estate  left  by 
William  Jennings.  \Ve  are  credibly  informed  that  as  reccn': 
as  1847  or  48,  while  Lord  Howe  was  travelling  on  the  conti- 
'nent,  an  individual  in  England,  claiming  to  be  descended  from 
Humphrey  Jennings,  the  grandfather  of  William,  who  left  the 
Acton  Hall  property,  took  out  administration  on  an  old  Jen- 
nings estate,  and  armed  with  this  administration  went  to  Acton 
Hall  and  demanded  of  Lord  Howe's  steward  possession.  He 
was  allowed  to  come  in,  and  in  fact  took  quiet  possession. — 
He  seems  to  have  made  himself  too  much  at  home  for  his  own 
interest ;  for  he  is  said  to  have  ordered  on  Lord  Howe's  wine 
.  bountifully  and  by  a  too  free  indulgence  in  the  sparkling  bev- 
erage, soon  became  intoxicated.  The  steward  wrote  Lord 
Howe  how  matters  stood  at  home.  This  news  brought  his 
lordship  soon  back  to  Acton  Hall,  where  he  found  the  new 
owner  of  the  estate  quietly  seated  in  an  ann  chair  in  his 
library  making  merry  over  his  wine.  Lord  Howe  ordered  him 
to  leave  immediately  which  he  refused  to  do.  Lord  Howe 
then  ordered  his  servants  to  forcibly  eject  him  from  the  house. 

They  attempted  to  put  him  out  the  door,  biit,  as  he  was  a 
strong  man,  they  were  not  able  to  do  it.  His  lordship  then 
quietly  raised  a  window  at  his  back,  and  with  his  lordslup's 
aSvSistance,  they  succeeded  in  forcibly  ejecting  the  new  claim- 
ant from  tho  hail  through  ihe  0})en  window.  This  matter  might 
have  terminaied  ^-ery  differently  had  this  new  claimant  ke[»t 
sober  and  had  a  sufHcient  forco  with  him  to  have  kept  Lord 
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Howe  from  entering  the  hall ;  for  then  Lord  Howe  jvoukl  have 
been  coinncllcd  to  have  sued  for  possession,  and  to  have  proved 
his  title,  which  he  mii^ht  not  have  been  able  to  have  done. 
This  would  have  left  the  new  claimant  in  possession,  with  per- 
hai>s  no  better  title  than  the  one  under  wliich  his  lordship  holds. 

There  has  been  many  proceedings  in  the  Court  of  Ciiancerj 
in  London  relative  to  this  property. 

We  were  informed  by  one.  of  the  Registrara  of  this  Court  in 
18.32,  that  the  orders  there  recorded  rcl.itive  to  this  propoi-ty, 
were  very  numei-ous  and  long  ;  that  'B-nven  &  Son  of  Chan- 
cery Lane,  were  attorneys  for  certain  claimauta  to  this  estate  ; 
that  they  had  been  employed  by  many  persons  claiming  this 
estate. 

Judge  Hoffman  of  Baltimore,  but  in  about  ISoO  of  Conduit 
Street,  Hanover  S<[uare,  London,  since  deceased,  an  agent  for 
a  branch  of  the  Jennings  family  in  America,  said  he  had  col- 
lected a  large  amount  of  information  relative  to  this  property 
and  the  Jennings  fauiily,  and  was  fully  convinced  that  persons 
entitled  to  it  were  in  America ;  that  many  suits  had  been 
instituted  in  England  to  recover  this  property,  but  no  one  had 
yet  succeeded  in  showing  the  least  title. 

The  following  report  was  taken  from  the  Times  newspaper 
of  London,  April  25,  1833. 

Vice  Chancellors  Coi:rt,  April  23J,  "Andover  v.  BEAUcnxMP.— 
The  art;umcnts  in  this  c;i>e  which  have  oieupicii  thu  court  for  scvcr;il  days, 
were  (oncliuk'd  tliis  morniii;:. 

"  Sir  IC.  Su:;.l(ni,  Jlr.  Knii:iit  and  5[r.  Wnl^eticld  on  behalf  of  the  plaintiffs. 
The  suit  was  instiiuled  by  Mr.  Andrews  and  his  wife  against  Lord  Jieaurhamp 
and  the  representatives  of  tlic  l:itc  Lady  Andovcr  to  e^ta^)lish  their  claim  to  u 
third  share  of  the  sum  of  £7-')0,000,  as  the  personal  reprc>^eniatives  of  a  trentie- 
man  named  HuniplireyJeiuiiii;.'-,  who  died  in  the  vear  1690  at  a  very  advanced 
a<;;e.  Mr.  Humphrey  .Jennings  was  a  Lrreat  Iron  Master,  residini:  at  Birniinc- 
ham,  and  is  supfiosed  to  iiave  e«Uibli>lied  tlie  Iron  trade  in  that  town.  Ho 
was  a  pel-son  of  euch  con^(qnence  that  in  the  reiiisters  of  that  period  which 
are  extant  he  in  the  otdy  imlividual  found  to  have  been  honored  with  the  dis- 
tinguished appciation  of  "  Mr."  in  the  town  of  Birmiimham.  All  his  real 
property  was  disposed  of  by  his  will,  but  with  respect  to  his  personal  proyi' r- 
ty,  he  died  intestate.  The  question  in  the  case  was  entirely  a  question  of  fact 
— whether  Mr.  Jennini:s  had  eleven  children  or  ten  oidy.  The  defcndauia 
adniitteil  that  there  were  ten,  but  denied  that  an  eleventh  child,  under  wh  m 
the  plamtiff  claimed,  ever  had  any  existence.  It  would  be  the  object  of  the 
plaiiuiffs  therefore,  to  demonstrate  to  the  court  that  ilr.  Humphrey  .Jenninjrs 
had  ada«^hti.r  named  Klizalicth,  and  to  enal)ii-h  a  pedi;rree  from  tliat  clnld 
down  to  the  persons  of  the  individual  now  claimin;;  a  share  of  the  fund.  For 
this  purpose  he  should  produce  acopy  of  the  reu'isterol  baptisms  \n  which  the 
names  of  all  the  ten  children  admitted  by  the  defendants  were  to  be  found, 
and  also  the  additional  entry  of  a  child  named  "  Elizabeth,"  daus^hter  of  "  ilr. 
Humphrey  .Jenninss." 

This  entry  was  perfectly  consistent  with  the  case  made  out  by  the  defend- 
ants who  admitted  that  at  the  period  Elizabeth  was  bom  an  interval  of  three 
years  had  taken  place,  durin;;  which  period  it  was  fairly  to  be  presumeii  that 
in  the  course  of  nature  another  child  mit:ht  have  been  bom  of  Mr.  Humphrey 
Jenninus.  It  was  a  must  dimcult  task  to  procure  a  satisfactory  history  of  tho 
lifuuf  this  person  at  such  a  remote  period  of  time,  bat  they  had  obtained  evi- 

*Wc  think  Mr.  Bowen  &  Son  miiiht  bo  able  to  gire  much  information  rel- 
atire  to  the  present  situation  of  this  property. 
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dcncc  which  left  it  beyond  a  doubt  thnt  cho  eloped  from  her  father's  house  at 
the  a^c  of  18  or  10  wnli  ii  tccntieman  of  the  name  of  Kccvo-;.  mul  iivca  with 
him  in  n  stiitc  of  con(iil)in.'\::c  for  tliirty  ycirs,  at  Grove  I'ark,  In  Worcphter- 
shirc,  during  which  period  slio  liad  no  issue;  tliat  slio  aiiorwartls  relumed  to 
the  iiei;;lil>orhood  oi  IlTmin;;Iiam  and  married  a  pcrM)n  named  Jeremiah 
Smith,  and  at  the  ap;e  of  iV2  years  produced  a  daiii:hter  named  Mary.  From 
the  evidence  of  a  ;iirl  eleven  years  of  acre,  it  v.ouid  appear  that  tliis  lady 
felt  a  peculiar  delicacy  on  tliesidijcct,  for  whenever  bhe  went  abroad  she  took 
pains  to  conceal  her  presnancy  by  means  of  an  expansive  cloak,  winch  s-ho 
invariably  wore.  The  remarkable  part  of  the  eafO  uid  not  coruiudo  here,  for 
this  ilHUshter  Mary  emuioiisof  her  mother'.''  parturient  qualities  presented  her 
lord  with  two  children,  one  r.t  the  ajie  of.  4'J  and  the  other  at  the  as:c  of  51. 
One  of  these  children,  naineil  Flioehc.  died  without  i.-isuc,  the  other.  Susannah, 
is  the  person  from  whom  the  piaintitr-;  are  lineally  dr-cendcd.  The  red  qnes- 
tion  of  dispute  bctwreii  them  theie!bie  was,  who  was  tlii-i  Klizaijoth  ?  Was 
she  the  daughter  of  lliiinptirey  .Jennings  or  not?  lie  felt  no  doubi  but  that 
the  evidence  he  should  produce  woul.i  satisfy  the  mind  of  the  Court  she  was; 
butif  tlie  Court  should  entertain  anv  ilouht  on  that  suhject  he  hoped  his  Hon- 
our would  by  directing  an  i-sue,  aiTord  the  plaintitls  an  opportunity  of  e-tab- 
lishing  their  case  belore  a  jury,  wlien  many  o(  the  dilllculties  which  necessa- 
rily attend  a  suit  in  equity  would  be  removed.  If  therefore,  the  Court  should 
pronounce  a  decree  in  favor  of  the  iilaiiuitTs,  thou  the  result  wouM  be  that  the 
property  which  had  several  years  since  i)ccn  divided  between  the  I'ainilies  of 
Lady  Andover  and  Lord  Bo.-iuchamp,  must  be  subject  to  the  present  claim, 
and  they  would  be  made  liable  to  rciund  one  third  of  the  residue,  inasmuch 
as  the  claim,  if  admitted,  would  entitle  the  claimants  to  the  same  share  of  the 
fund,  as  they  stood  in  nn  equal  degree  with  those  noble  persons. 

Mr.  Knight  and  Mr.  Waketield  loilowed  on  tiio  same  side. 

The  last  learned  eouneil  thought  tho  case  was  in  no  degree  prejudiced  by 
the  unusual  difference  which  nature  had  adopted  with  some  of  the  female 
links  in  tho  pedigree  they  had  establi.>hed,  and  procedcd  to  quote  precedents 
in  the  persons  of  the  Scepeos  and  Old  Parr,  as  well  as  c;\6es  from  Pliny  down 
to  Dr.  Paris,  to  prove  that  many  instances  of  pre^uancy  have  occurred  after 
the  age  of  50  years. 

The  Attorney  General  on  the  part  of  the  defendant,  Lord  Beauchamp,  invit- 
ed the  attention  of  the  Court  to  the  magnitude  of  the  property  at  stake,  which 
being  no  less  a  su  n  that  .£7.')Q,000,  could  not  excite  surprise  in  the  mind  of 
the  Court  that  it  should  be  the  suhject  of  speculative  claims  wi.en  the  Court 
considered  the  multitude  of  unfounded  claims  that  were  daily  set  up  where  the 
parties  had  the  siuallcst  prospect  of  success,  and  the  facilities,  encouragement 
and  pecuniary  assistance  that  were  otfcred  to  persons  of  humble  orii^in  by 
speculative  individuals  to  prosecute  suspicious  and  uiijustitiahle  claims  in 
cases  like  the  present  where  the  loss  is  so  inslgniticant  compared  with  the 
immensity  of  gain  if  thev  should  happen  to  succeed  from  the  ditficulty  which 
always  existed  to  rebut  these  claims. 

As  a  proof  of  the  avidity  of  the  Birrainghara  operatives  to  taste  this 
immense  fund,  he  could  ini'orm  the  Court  that  other  claims  had  been  set  up 
to  a  share,  and  that  the  present  was  not  the  last,  for  that  another  was  manu- 
facturing if  this  should  not  succeed.  It  was  also  a  circumstance  that  ought 
to  excite  some  suspicion  that  this  claim  had  lain  dormant  for  a  pcrio<l  of  nearly 
thirty  years.  He  was  persuaded  that  there  was  no  foundation  v/liatever  for 
this  suit,  and  that  such  a  person  as  Elizalieth  Jennings,  daughter  of  Humphrey 
Jcnnin;rs,  under  whom  his  noble  clients  enjoy  the  property  in  question,  had 
never  existed,  for  he  was  prepared  with  evidence  to  show  that  there  were  no 
less  than  two  other  person*  of  the  name  of  p:ii7.atieth  Jennings  whose  registers 
are  to  be  found  at  the  period  tho  children  of  Humphrey  .lennmgs  were  born, 
and  one  of  them  from  parents  of  the  same  names,  except  the  notable  distinc- 
tion of  "  Mr."  That  an  Elizabeth  Jennings,  who  afterwards  married  Jeremiah 
Smith,  had  existed  he  did  not  doubt,  but  from  the  evidence  of  one  Mr.  Walker, 
it  was  proved  that  if  she  had  been  .72  years  old  when  she  gave  birth  to  her 
first  child,  she  must  have  born  three  afterwards  and  been  Gi  years  of  age  when 
•he  produced  the  last.  It  would  also  appear  from  an  instrument  to  which  she 
was  a  party,  that  she  was  a  Markswoman,  and  he  would  ask  if  the  credulity 
of  the  Couit  could  bo  so  imposed  upon  as  to  be  led  to  suppose  that  this  Hum- 
phrey Jennings,  the  greatest  and  most  opulent  man  in  Birmingham,  havinj^  a 
fashionable  town  residence  in  Grosvcnor  Square,  and  who  obtaine<i  alliancea 
for  his  children  with  wealthy,  and  in  some  cases  noblo  families,  should  so  nee- 
lect  the  education  of  a  daughter  as  that  at  the  age  of  woman  she  bhould 
be  unable  to  write  her  own  name,  or  that  he  should  make  the  unnatural  dis- 
tinction with  any  particular  child  aa  it  would  b«  tefa  that  all  the  rest  wroto 
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fine  Italian  hands.  He  should  also  produce  ahundance  of  docamfintarr  evi- 
dence to  show  that  her  nnmc  was  not  onco  mentionC'l  hv  any  brnnch  of  the 
famil.v,  thoti;rh  the  dnimhters  were  montioned  liy  the  distin^tiishinir  terra 
" three dauihtcrs,"  without  the  most  distant  allusion  to  the  exisonco  of  a 
fourth.  He  was  persuaded  that  when  the  court  was  put  in  possession  of  the 
real  facts  of  the  case,  it  would  not  for  a  moment  countenance  the  claim,  and 
would  hy  the  decree  that  would  be  pronounced,  unless  it  siiould  think  fit  to 
send  it  to  a  jury,  inform  the  plaintiffs  that  whilo  it  a.iministered  justice  with 
an  equal  hand,  botii  to  the  rich  and  the  poor,  yet  that  the  wealthy  because 
of  their  wealth,  should  not  be  harrassed  with  frivolous  and  anri;:liteous 
attacks  upon  what  w;is  their  own  le:ritimate  ri:;ht,  without  intiictini;  upon 
the  plaintiffs  that  measure  ot  punisJiment  which  it  was  unfortunately  all  that 
was  in  the  power  of  the  Court  of  equity  to  award." 

Sir  C.  Wetiiercll  followed  on  iho  part  of  Lord  Bcanchamp,  contendin'^  that 
the  case  of  the  phuntiifs  was  an  ir.tVaction  of  all  moral,  pliysirnl  nnd  l();:ical 
probability,  and  coold  never  impose  itself  upou  the  wisdom  and  judytnent  of 
any  jnd;:e. 

His  learned  friend,  Sir.  D.  Wakefield,  had  ransacked  ancient  and  modem 
physical  lore,  trom  Pliny  down  to  Dr  I'ari*,  tiut  with  all  his  fractifyinir  iu'.'cn- 
aity  he  had  entirely  failed  of  producint:  a  single  case  that  bore  out  his  position. 
He  protested  as^aiiist  the  introduction  of  miracli\  nnd  that  miracle  supported 
by  a  miracle,  in  n  case  like  the  pre=ent,  when;  nothin:;  but  a  miracle  could 
account  for  such  an  unnarurai  si)ecies  of  parturatloii.  An  abundance  of  cases 
could  be  adduced  to  refute  such  aiisurditips,  but  it  was  unneccssiry.  The 
learned  gentleman  nevenh^le^s  made  seveial  classical  allusions  and  modern 
instances,  one  of  which,  a  case  of  a  lady  at  Dundee,  produced  a  great  effect 
upon  the  court. 

Mr.  Phillmore  followed  on  the  same  side. 

Mr.  Pcpps  addressed  the  court  on  behalf  of  the  personal  representatives  of 
Lady   Andover. 

Hia  Honor  desired  several  documents  to  be  handed  to  him,  and  said  h» 
would  pronounce  his  judgment  on  a  luture  day." 

Map  6th,  in  Timfs  of  1th  Mrty,  1833. 
JUDGMENT. 

His  honor  the  Vice  Chancellor,  pronounced  judgment  in  the  case  this  morn- 
ing, which  it  will  be  recollected,  is  a  suic  instituted  to  establish  the  claim  of 
the  plaintiffs  to  one-third  share  of  the  sum  of  £7.00,000,  which  had  been 
divided  many  years  a;;o  between  the  two  nobk;  families  of  Beauchamp  and 
Lady  Andover,  who  administered  aa  the  only  surviving:  representative  of 
Humphrey  .^ennings,  a  great  Iron  Master  at  Birmingham  who  left  that 
immense  sura  of  personal  property  undisposed  of  by  his  will. 

His  Honor  said  that  the  bill  had  been  tiled  by  persons  who  claimed  to  bo 
entitled  by  representation  as  some  of  the  next  of  kin  of  W.  Jennens  who  died 
in  1798,  sprinted  W.  James)  and  the  hill  as  originally  filed  represented  that 
Humphrey  Jennengs  and  Mary,  his  wife,  had  ten  children.  A  plea  was  put  in 
which  represented  that  Humpiirey  Jennengs  had  only  nine,  but  did  not  men- 
tion their  names.  This  plea  was  overruled,  and  then  an  answer  was  put  in 
which  represented  that  there  were  ten.  The  answer  denied  that  there  was  a 
child  named  Elizabeth,  and  did  not  make  any  mention  of  a  child  named 
Henry.    The  bill  was  then  amended  and  stated  that  there  were  eleven  children. 

The  question  in  dispute  between  the  parties  was  whether  the  plaimitrs  were 
descended  from  a  daughter  of  Kumphrev  .Jennengs  named  Elizabeth  and 
what  was  stated  with  respect  to  her  was  that  she  wa.s  born  in  the  year  166o, 
and  that  she  eloped  from  the  house  of  her  father  in  IG.?}  at  the  &\ZQ  of  20  with 
a  person  of  the  name  of  Kccve,  and  lived  with  him  at  Grove  Park  in  Worcca- 
tershire  without  giving  birth  to  any  children  ;  that  in  1713  she  removed  to 
Edgleaston,  in  the  neighborhood  of  Birmingham  ;  that  in  October,  1714,  she 
married  Jeremiah  Smith,  and  that  on  the  7ch  of  August,  lUO,  she  appeared 
from  the  register  to  have  given  birth  to  a  child  named  JIary.  And  it  further 
appeared  that  this  daughter  Mary  was  married  on  the  8th  of  April,  1735,  to  a 

Esrson  named  Westwood,  who  died  174*3,  and  she  was  then  married  to  one 
artwell,  who  died  in  1747,  and  that  she  afterwards  married  a  person  of  the 
name  of  Lucock,  who  died  1749.     By  her  last  husband  only  she  appeared  to 
have  had  children,  two  of  which  were  daughters  and  one  a  son,  who  lived  but 
•  very  short  time. 
Judgment  pronounced  against  the  pUintiff. 

Note.— The  Court  Records  in  different  places  In  England  where  trials  have 
been  had  relative  to  this  property,  must  give  a  large  amount  of  informatioa 
rtlatire  to  this  propertj  and  the  pedigree  of  thia  familj. 
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We  understand  this  case  was  subsequently  finished  in  Staf- 
'fordshire.  This  was  evidently  a  claim  without  foundation — a 
mere  trumped  up  thing. 

It  seems  by  the  reports  that  Humphrey  Jennings  left 
jB750,000  undisposed  of  by  his  will.  The  question  arises, 
to  whom  docs  this  belong  ?  It  is  supposed  that  his  next  of  kin 
■would  be  the  next  of  kin  of  WiUiam  Jcnnin.zs  of  Acton  Place. 

The  following  is  said  to  be  the  pedigree  of  Humphrey  Jen- 
nings, otherwise  the  Jenncns  family,  but  this  is  undoubtedly 
incorrect  in  some  points,  for  the  English  pedigrees  were  got 
up  to  suit  the  interests  of  persons  who  claimed  to  be  entitled  to 
the  Jennings  property. 

I.     JOHN  JENNENS,  buried  at  St.  Martins  in  Birming- 
ham, Aug.  3d,  1575,  married  and  had  issue,  viz  : 
.     II.     WxM.  JENNENS  married  Joanna  Elliot  1559  at  St 
Martins,  and  had  issue  nine  children.     The  9th  child  was 

m.  JOHN  JENNENS,  baptized  at  St.  Martins  Apr. 
8th,  1579,  Benefactor  of  St,  Martins  1651  ;  will  describmg 
him  as  John  Jennens  of  Birmingham,  iron-monger,  made  1650, 
proved  1653,  married  Mary  Jennens  1602  for  first  wife,  and 
had  issue  eight  children.     His  8th  child  was 

IV.  HUMPHREY  JENNENS,  baptized  at  St.  Martins, 
Birmingham,  Aug.  23,  1629.  He  was  of  Edrington  Hall  in 
the  Parish  of  Aston,  in  the  county  of  Warwick,  purchaser  of 
the  Manor  of  Nether  Whitacre,  county  of  Warwick,  1680,died 
1690,  Will  proved  July  18,  1690.  He  married  Mary,  one  of 
the  six  daughters  of  Col.  Milword  of  county  of  Derby,  who 
died  at  Whitacre  1708.     They  left  issue 

V.  1.  JESTIN  or  JUSTINE  JENNENS,  baptized  at  St. 
Martins  Jan.  29,  1659,  buried  Feb.  following.  2.  Charles 
jENNEN8,baptized  same  place  July  28,1662,died  July  4,  1747, 
buried  at  Whitacre  ;  Will  proved  1747  by  Charles,  his  son, 
Bole  executor.  He  married  1st,  Mary,  and  had  issue ; 
2d,  he  married  Elizabeth  Brumcote  and  had  issue.  3.  John 
Jennings,  Esq.,  of  Gopsal,  baptized  at  St.  Martins  Sept. 
6th,  1667,  and  died  at  Bath  1733,  T??)  4.  Humphrey, 
in  the  county  of  Warwick,  Will  proved  1795,  burned  at 
St.  George  the  martyr.  5.  Robert,  of  whom  hereafter.  6. 
William  Jennens,  baptized  at  Aston  Nov.  10,  1676,  died 
•without  issue  1744.  7.  Henry,  buried  at  Aston  1676.  8. 
Ann.  9.  Mary.  10.  Elizabeth.  11.  Felicia.  12. 
Esther,  married  Wilham  Hanmer  of  the  Fenna,  in  the  county 
of  Flint.  (Some  pedigrees  give  another  child.)  5th.  Robert 
Jennens,  above  named,  married  Ann  Guidott  1770,  she  died 
1761,  he  died  1725,  and  was  buried  at  Acton,  leaving  issue 
<mly  one  child,  viz : 

VI.  WILLIAM  JENNENS,  of  the  county  of  Saffolk,Trho 
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"vras  baptized  1701,  died  at  Acton  a  bachelor,  immensely  rich, 
intestate,  June  9th,  1798. 

THE  jen:\ings  family  of  VA. 

This  family  of  Jennings  have  claimed  to  be  descended  from 
Humphrey  Jennings,  the  great  Iron-master  of  Birmingham, 
who  died  A.  D.  1<390,  and  claimed  to  be  entitled  to  the  prop- 
erty left  by  William  Jennings  of  Acton  Place. 

They  say  tliey  are  descended  from  John  Jennings,  who  was 
the  grand  son  of  Humphrey  and  the  son  of  John.  John  Jen- 
nings, with  Ann,  his  wife,  (then  pregnant)  and  their  children, 
Erizabcth,  (about  10  years  old)  Luke  and  John,  and  perhaps 
Grace  and  Dolly,  with  a  nurse  called  Marjory,  embarked  at 
Whitehaven,  England,  for  America,  and  landed  about  the  Ist 
of  December,  1754,  at  Fredericksburg,  Va.  Thomas,  their 
eldest  son  and  next  child  to  Elizabeth,  having  been  left  behind 
with  a  rich  uncle  supposed  to  be  named  Cenors,  Genoa  or 
Zenos.  This  family  became  very  numerous  in  Va.,  and  their 
descendants  there  are  among  the  most  noted  families  in  the 
Old  Dominion.  Some  of  this  family  intermarried  the  families 
of  Wise  and  Reyden,  formerly  of  D.  C. 

Thomas  G.  Clinton,  of  Washington,  D.  C.,  made  an  inves- 
tigation for  this  branch  of  the  family,  and  in  his  report  to  them 
in  1852,  says,  first,  giving  the  follo^^ing  pedigree  of  the  Hum- 
phrey Jennings  family  : 

HUMPHREY  JENNINGS  FAMILY. 

ANNE— Married  Sir  Clement  Fisher,  of  Packington,  War- 
wick Co.,  and  had  issue  ;  Mary  who  married  Heneage  Finch, 
Earl  of  Aylesford,  and  their  daughter  Mary  became  Viscount- 
ess Andover,  and  mother  of  the  Earl  of  Suffolk. 

JUSTIN— Died  in  infancy. 

CHARLES — ^larried  twice,  and  left  issue;  Charles  of 
Ormond  Street,  London,  and  Gopsall,  Leicestershire,  and  Elia- 
abeth  who  married  her  first  cousin  Wm.  Hanmer.  Charles  of 
Ormond  Street,  left  his  property  to  his  sister's  grandson  Penn 
Asheton  Curzon,  and  XIOOO  to  one  Abraham  Jennings.  Penn 
Asheton  Curzon  married  Sophia  Charlotte  Baroness  Howe, 
and  left  issue  Earl  Howe,  &c.  Baroness  Howe  afterwards 
married  Sir  Jonathan  Walter  Waller. 

N.  B.  The  guardian  of  Earl  Howe  (a  minor  at  the  time  of 
the  death  of  William  of  Acton,)  took  out  letters  of  adminis- 
tration. 

MARY— Baptised  1664. 

ELIZABETH— Married  Jeremiah  Smith,  at  Handsworth, 
1714,  and  had  issue. 

JOHN — Married  twice  ;  Ist,  Mary  Green  ;  2d,  Elizabeth 
Fisher,  and  lefc  issue  Anne,  Mary,  John  and  Jonathan.  Anne 
died  during  her  father's  lifetime.    Marj  married  E.  Daagre- 
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field,  and  through  this  branch  a  claim  is  set  up  to  the  estate  of 
William  of  Acton. 

Those  who  have  investigated  the  matter  touching  this  estate 
say  "  that  they  cannot  see  how  the  Daugerfields  can  be  kept 
out  of  a  portion  of  it." 

John  emigrated  to  America  as  before  explained.  Jonathan 
left  issue  John  and  Jonathan.  Of  these  two  sons  John  left 
issue  :  Mary,  Jonathan,  John,  Elizabeih,  Sarah  and  Edward  ; 
and  Jonathan  left  issue  :  Ann,  Jonathan,  John,  Elizabeth,  Joel, 
Thomas,  Hannah,  Mary  and  William.  This  branch  of  the 
family  entered  suit  agamst  the  administrators  of  the  estate  of 
William  of  Acton,  and  Earl  Howe  had  the  credit  of  bribing 
the  attorney  of  Stephen,  David  and  Jonathan  Jennings,  and 
destroyed  their  documentary  evidence,  (kc.  These  parties  if 
legally  barred,  can  be  made  witnesses  for  the  American  claim- 
ants. 

HUMPHREY— Will  proved  his  brother  William  being  his 
executor. 

ROBERT— Married  Ann  Guidot,  and  left  issue  William  of 
Acton. 

WILLIAM — Said  to  have  had  a  son  John  baptised  at 
Acton,  Jan.  3d,  1699,  but  who  died  young. 

HENRY— Died  when  a  child. 

FELICIA — Death  registered. 

ESTHER— Married  Willson  Hanmer  of  Bettesfield,  Flint 
Co.,  and  had  issue  :  William,  who  married  his  first  cousin 
Elizabeth,  daughter  of  Charles  Jennings  ;  and  Susannah  who 
married  Reginald  Pindar  Lygon,  their  son  being  promoted  to 
the  rank  of  Earl  as  Earl  Beau  ;hamp,  and  a  daughter  married 
to  a  son  of  Chancellor  Hardwick. 

N.  B.  Viscountess  Andover,  Earl  Howe,  and  Earl  and 
Lady  Beauchamp  have  all  dabbled  in  letters  of  administration. 

Mr.  Robert  C.  Gist,  a  lawyer  of  London,  assisted  Hon. 
William  Sherwood  who  went  to  England  for  the  Jennings'  of 
Connecticut. 

Some  think  the  Jennings  estate  is  barred  by  statute  of  lim- 
itations. The  statute  of  21  Jac.  I,  leaves  the  right  of  all  parties 
who  were  beyond  seas  at  the  time  the  right  accrued  free  from 
the  effect  of  such  a  bar.  And  the  act  of  3  and  4  Wm.  IV, 
■which  has  been  supposed  to  repeal  the  former,  does  not  affect 
ttie  saving  clause . 

(A  statement  appeared  in  a  Fredericksburg  paper  in  1831, 
saying  an  estate  worth  i^ 450,000  had  been  left  to  a  family  of 
Jennings  which  had  emigrated  to  America,  and  landed  in 
Fredericksburg.)     Robert  (son  of  Humphrey  afid  father  of 
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"William  of  Acton,)  is  described  as  an  apprentice  in  his  father's 
will,  and  left  several  Imndrcd  pounds  to  trade  upon. 

This  branch  of  the  Jennings  family  seem  to  have  beeii  very 
certain  that  they  were  entitled  to  this  property,  but  thus  far 
have  not  been  able  to  establish  their  title. 

THE  JENNINGS  FAMILY   OF   CONN. 

The  Connecticut  branch  of  the  Jennings  family,  we  are 
informed,  have  made  a  thorough  trial  to  prove  the  title  to  the 
William  Jennings  propei'ty. 

Augustus  Jennings,  of  432  Pearl  Street,  JN.  Y.,  informed 
us  that  he  is  of  the  Connecticut  branch  of  the  Jennings  family, 
■who  are  descended  from  Joshua  Jennings,  who  emigrated  to 
Fairchild  county,  Connecticut,  165(3,  or  a  little  before  that  ; 
that  they  had  looked  up  their  pedigree  thoroughly,  and  several 
years  ago  sent  a  man  to  England  to  investigate  the  matter 
there,  but  was  not  able  to  connect  Joshua  to  any  Jennings 
family  in  England,  nor  could  they  find  from  Mass.  records, 
(which  were  thoroughly  examined.)  any  mention  made  of  the 
landing  of  Joshua  in  America.  He  said  they  were  not  able 
to  connect  the  Connecticut  branch  of  the  Jennings  family  with 
any  other  branch  of  the  fumily  in  America. 

THE  MASS.   AND    N.    H.  BRANCH   OF  THE  JEN- 
NINGS  FAMILY. 

This  branch  of  the  lumily  arc  very  numerous.  They  have 
had  seyeral  family  meetings,  and  sent  agents  to  England  to 
investigate  the  matter,  but  have  never  come  to  any  certain 
conclusion  respecting  their  relationship  to  Humphrey  and  Wil- 
liam Jennings.  One  of  their  agents,  Mr.  Grout,  a  descendant 
from  Jennings,  who  went  to  England,  informed  us  that  he  made 
as  thorough  a  search  in  England  relative  to  the  matter  as  his 
means  and  time  would  allow,  but  could  not  satisfy  himself  rel- 
ative to  it. 

He  said  Mr.  Bates  of  London,  one  of  the  firm  of  Baring 
Brothers  &  Co.,  bankers,  informed  him  that  he  tried  many 
years  ago  in  England  to  procure  the  Jennings  property.  That 
he  commenced  a  suit  to  recover  the  property.  The  case  was 
heard  in  Burmingham  and  went  against  bim.  We  do  not 
know  what  branch  of  the  Jennings  family  Mr.  Bates  is  con- 
nected with.  In  the  history  of  Framingham,  by  Barry,  may 
be  found  the  following  relating  to  Jennings  : 

JENNINGS,  STEPHEN,  m.  in  Sud.,  Hannah  Stanhope, 
Jan.  1,  IG80-6  ;  and  had,  1.  Eunice,  b.  1G8G,  m.  William 
Fiske,  of  Wat.,  1708  ;  2,  Stephen  :  3.  Hannah,  b.  Mar.  11, 
1690;  4.  Martha,  b,  Sep.  18,  1696,  m.  Samuel  Dcdman, 
May  27,  1714  ;  5..  Sarah,  b.  Sep.  3,  '99,  adm.  to  the  ch.. 
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M^r.  3,  1722.  Stephen,  the  f.  settled  near  Saxonville,  and  d. 
in  Fram.,  Sep.  3,  1701.  His  est.  was  administered  by  Wid. 
Hannah,  ot'Fram.,  and  Joseph  Stanhope,  of  iSud. 

2.  STEPHEN,  s.  of  Stephen  (1,)  m.  Susannah  Biglow, 
June  9,  171")  ;  his  w.  was  adm.  to  tlio  ch.  Ma'r.  3,  '22  ;  he, 
Feb.,  '49.  Their  chil.  -were  1.  Stephen,  b.  Sep.  G,  171t),  and 
d.  Jan.  6,  1798,  m.  Mary  Fesscnden  of  Canib. ,  July  o,  '37, 
and  f.  at  Nat.  of  Sarah,'h.  July  23,  '38:  John,  b.  June  6, 
'40';  Jahrz,  b.  Ap.  0,  42  ;  Jfarf/,  b.  Ap.  7,  '44  ;  Strnhm,  b. 
Mar.  12,  '46;  Martha,  b.  May  4,  '48,  m.  Sam.  Abot,  of 
Fram.;  Luther,  h.  Oct.  26, '50  ;  Lois,  h.  July  10,  '52; 
Isaac,  b.  July  17,  '55  ;  Jonathan,  (at  Sud.,)  Ap.  20,  '58  ; 
Moll)/,  (at  Nat.,)  Nov.  1,  '60  ;  2.  Daniel,  b.  Feb.  IG,  1717- 
8,  m.  Elizabeth  Cozzens,  of  IIoll.,  1739,  and  f.  of  Daniel; 
Martha,  b.  '48 ;  Patience,  '53  ;  Susannah,  '61  ;  Abigail, 
'63  ;  (others  d.  young.  )     D.,  the  f.,  lived  after  in  Walpole  ; 

3.  Epiiraim,  b.  ^[ay  27,  1720,  m,  Sybilla  Rice,  1743,  and 
f.  at  Nat.,  of  Samuel,  b.  Mar.  7,  '43 — 4  ;  haac,  Feb.  28, 
'46-7  ;  Uphraim,  Sep.  6,  '49  ;  S'/bil,  Oct.  28,  '52  ;  Olive, 
Sep.  6,  '56  ;  Lcvinah,   Nov.  7,  '59  ;  Ecthel,  Aug.  18,  'Qb ; 

4.  Susannah,  b.  May  9,  1722;  m.  Bezalecl  Rice,  Dec.  2, 
1742 ;  5.  Abigail,  b.  Aug.  28,  '24,  m.  Joseph  Manard,  May 
29,  '46  ;  6.  Joseph,  b.Mar.  7,  '26-7.  Mr.  Stephen,  d.  Oct.  8, 
1763;  wid.  Susannah,  d.  Oct.  24,  1768.     (T.  Rec.) 

3.  JOSEPH,  s.  of  Steph.  (2,)  m.  Rachel  Dniry,  Jan.  23, 
1752,  was  adm.  ta  the  ch.,  Dec.  '52,  and  his  w.  Feb.  '53.— 
Their  chil.  were  1.  Martha,  b.  Dec.  14,  '52,  m.  Samuel 
Abbot,  2d,  Noah  Eaton,  and  d.  1834  ;  Susannah,  b.  Ap.  22, 
'55-,  m.  Nath.  Bigelow  ;  3.  Joseph,  b.  Oct.  24,  '57  ;  4. 
Rachel,  b.  Dec.  18,  '59,  m.  Abijah  Abbot,  and  lived  in  Pax- 
ton  ;  5.  Uriah,  b.  Ap.  26,  '62,  moved  to  Whitestown,  m. 
Ruth  Cloyes,  of  Fram.,  Dec.  1790  ;  6.  Daniel,  b.  Sep.  29, 
'64,  m.  Bethsheba  Barter;  7.  Hannah,  b.  Oct.  23,  '^^,  m. 
Buckminster  Rice,  July,  '86,  and  d.  in  Wayland.  Joseph, 
the  f.  lived  at  Luther  Eaton's,  and  admimstration  was  had  on 
his  estate,  1788. 

4.  JOSEPH,  s.  of  Jos.  (3,)  m.  Sally  Eames,  Oct.  30, 1781, 
with  w.  eov'd,  Dec.  '82,  and  had  in  Fram.,  1.  Nathan  ;  2. 
JosiAH,  bap.  Feb.  1784,  d.  a  young  man  ;  3.  Suket,  bap. 
Ap.  '86.  Jos.  built  near  Windsor  Moulton's,  and  moved  to 
Whitestown,  N.  Y.,  ab.  1784. 

5.  STEPHEN,  prob.  a.  of  Steph.  of  Nat.,  and  g.  eon  of 
Steph.  (2,)  m.  Mary  Carter,  and  had  1.  Betsey,  b.  Sep.* 9, 
1772  ;  2.  Stephen,  b.  July  30,  '74  ;  3.  Isaac,  b.  Oct.  2, 
'77  ;  4.  Polly,  b.'  Feb.  28,  '80 ;  5.  Sally,  b.  Sep.  15,  '82. 
Stephen,  the  father,  moved  from  town. 
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"WiLMAM,  of  Chnrlestomi,  ir,29,  was  killed  by  the  Pcqnot5,  l(ra.  (SaT. 
■  Wint.,  I.  12:3.)  Stephen's  w.  was  taken  rai)tivo  by  the  indians  at  Hutliclij, 
1677,  nnd  after  recovereil.  with  other  rnptives,  from  Ciuinda.  (Hul).  Ili.st.  N. 
E.,  p.  631.)  Stethkn  onii  Bkxjamin  were  l\ille'i,  while  ninkini:  hay  in  a 
meadow,  at  CrooKielii,  July  20.  1710.  Johnson  (W.  \V.  rrov.,  p.  I'.'T)  speaks 
of  Capt.  Jeniiincs  as  leader  of  tlie  Wat-  band,  but  then  (1651)  in  Eug.  The 
name  was  prob,  mistaken  for  Jcnnison. 

We  have  collected  the  following  relative  to  the  family  in 
Massachusetts : 

Ist  Congregational  Church  records  of  Ilolliston.  Mrs.  Eliz- 
abeth Jennings  admitted  a  member  of  said  church  31st  Octo- 
ber, 1779. 

Middlesex  Register  of  Deeds.  A  deed  from  Jac  Cozens 
to  Daniel  Jennings  of  Nantic,  dated  March  19,  1740. 

A  deed  from  Daniel  Jennings  to  Isaac  Jennings,  his  son, 
mention  being  made  of  another  son  named  Daniel. 

A  deed  from  Abraham  Cozens  to  Daniel  Jennings,  dated 
March  20, 1761,  consideration  £4  for  two  acres  of  land. 

Holliston  Records.  In  a  list  of  the  polls  of  Ilolliston  dated 
Sept.  28, 1792,  appears  Daniel  Jennings,  Elizabeth  Jennings, 
and  Isaac  Jennings. 

Survey  in  Framingham  1787,  Daniel  Jennings  and  Isaac 
Jennings. 

School  house  tax  1789,  Daniel,  Isaac  and  Elizabeth  Jennings. 

Deed  from  Jacob  Cozzens  to  Daniel  Jennings  of  Natic,  dated 
March  19,  1740. — Holliston  Records  : 

Daniel  Jennings  of  Framingham,  and  Elizabeth  Cozzens  of 
Hollister,  were  married  July  llth,  1780,  (Hoi.  Records.) 

Daniel  Jennings  of  Natic,  bought  his  farm  in  Holliston 
March  19th,  1760-61.     (As  per  deed.) 

Daniel  Jennings,  Jr.,  son  of  Daniel  and  Elizabeth  Jennings, 
bom  Oct.  18th,  1756.      (Rec.  in  Walpole,  N.  H.) 

Daniel  Jennings,  Jr. ,  and  Lydia  Grout  were  married  June 
Ist,  1775,  by  Rev.  Jo3hua  Prentis. 

Isaac  Jennings,  son  of  Daniel,  Jr.,  and  Lydia  Jennings,bom 
March  15th,  1777.     (Hoi.  Records.) 

Daniel  Jennings '  gave  a  deed  to  his  son,  Daniel  Jennings, 
Jr.,  Nov.  7th,  1786.     (As  per  deed.) 

Daniel  Jennings  died  Nov.  29th,  1786,  aged  68  years,  9 
months  and  3  days.     (Rec.  in  Walpole,  N.  H.) 

Isaac  Jennings,  of  Holliston,  and  Thankful  Moore  of  Sud- 
bury, were  married  April  19th,  1800. 

George  Jennings,  son  of  Isaac  and  Thankful  Jennings,  bom 
March  17th,  1819.     (Now  hvlng  ) 

Daniel  Jennings  removed  from  Holliston  to  Walpole,  N.  H. 
June  6th,  1827. 

Daniel  Jennings  died  in  Walpole,  N.  H. ,  July  7th,  18S3.  ' 
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Isaac  Jennings  died  Oct.  18th,  1851.  (Rec.  in  Walpolc, 
N.  H.) 

In  searching;  the  town  records  of  the  town  of  IloHiston,  in 
the  coimty  of  Muldlcsex  and  State  of  Massachusetts,  one  of 
the  United  States  of  America,  I  find  the  following  records,  to 
wit : 

Isaac  Jennings,  the  son  of  Daniel  and  Elizabeth  Jennings 
was  born  Jan.  "24,"  HCO,  40."  / 

Susannah  Jenning?,  daughter  of  David  and   Elizabeth  Jen-       / 
nings,  was  born  March  ye  IGth,  174.'). 

Martha  Jennings,  daughter  of  David  and  Elizabeth  Jennings, 
was  born  August  l.'^th,  11)48. 

Patience  (linnings,  daiighter  of  Daniel  and  Elizabeth  Gin- 
nings,  was  born  March  15tii,  lTo3. 

Susannah  Jennings,  dau;.hter  of  Daniel  and  Elizabeth  Jen- 
nings, was  born  April  3d,  1761. 

Abigail  Jenning?,  daughter  of  Daniel  and  Elizabeth  Jen- 
nings, was  born  Sept.  22d,  17G3. 

Susannah  Jennings,  the  daughter  of  Daniel  and  Elizabeth 
Jennings,  i'eceased  Oct.  ye  10th,  1743. 

Isaac  Jennings,  the  son  of  Daniel  and  Elizabeth  Jennings, 
deceased  Oct.  ye  21st-.,  1743. 

In  the  records  of  intentions  of  marriage,  I  find  the  following 
record,  to  wit : 

1779,  February  12,  Isaac  Jennings  to  Abigal  Cozens,  both 
of  Holliston. 

Isaac  Jennings  died  at  the  House  of  Industry  February  Ist, 
1836,  aged  77  years. 

Calvin  Jennings,  son  of  Isaac  and  Abigal  Jennings,  was 
bom  November  ye  21,  A.  D.  1786. 

Calvin  Jennings  and  Phila  Knowlton,  both  of  Holliston, 
intend  marriage  Oct.  25th,  1804. 

Calvin  Jennings  and  Phila  Knowlton  were  joined  in  mar- 
riage November  ye  14,  1804. 

■  Sally  Jennings,  daughter  of  Calvin  and  Phila  Jennings,  was 
born  August  30",  1800, 

John  H.  Miller  of  Sherburne,  and  Sarah  Alexander  of 
Holliston,  were  married  February  4,  1S36. 

At  the  annual  Town  Meeting  of  the  inhabitants  of  Holliston, 
legally  warned  and  assembled  March  4,  1744,  5,  Daniel  Gin- 
nings  was  chosen  fonc  of  the)  Tythingmen. 

At  the  annual  Town  Meeting  of  the  iniiabitants  of  the  town 
of  HoUiston, legally  wanied  and  assembled  March  the  2d,  1752, 
Daniel  Ginnings  ^^as  cho.^en  Constable. 

At  the  annual  Town  MceHng  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  town 
of  Holliston  legally  warned  and  assembled  March  the  od, 
17o5|  Daniel  Ginnings  was  chosen  Surveyor  of  Highways. 
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At  the  annual  Town  Meeting  of  the  inhabitants  of  Ilolliston, 
legally  warned  an<l  ajsembled  on  March  ye  6th,  1758,  Daniel 
Jennings  was  chooen  (one  of  the)  JSelectuien. 

At  the  annual  Town  Meeting  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  town 
of  IIolHston,  legally  warned  and  asscmhied  March  tlie  4th, 
1765,  Daniel  Jennings  was  chosen  ;^n^veyor  of  Highways. 

At  a  meeting  of  the  Freehohlors  and  other  inhabitants  of  the 
Town  of  Holliston,  legally  qualified  and  warned,  assembled  at 
the  public  meeting  house  in  said  town,  on  Monday,  the  first 
day  of  March,  A.  D.  1773,  Daniel  Jennings  was  chosen  (one 
of  the)  Selectmen. 

At  the  annual  Town  Meeting  of  the  Freeholders  and  other 
inhabitants  of  the  town  of  Holliston,  legally  warned  and  assem- 
bled on  March  7,  A.  D.  1768,  Daniel  Jennings  was  chosen 
(one  of  the)  Wardens. 

Attest,  AUGUSTUS  N.  CURRIER, 

Town  Clerk  of  said  Holliston. 
Holliston,  September  24,  1851. 

^  P-  S. — I  would  say  that  in  the  Book  of  Records  of  Mar- 
riages, there  are  one  or  two  pages  -.r.issing. 

A.  N.  CURRIER,    Town  Clerk. 

Copied  from  records  in  the  hands  of  Mark  Webster : 

Daniel  Jennings  died  Nov.  24th,  1786,  being  68  years  and 
9  months  old,  lacking  3  days. 

Elizabeth  Jennings  died  Sept.  24th,  1804,  being  84  years 
and  9  months  old. 

Stephen  Jennings  of  Franiingham,  and  Hannah  Stanhope  of 
Sudbury,  were  married  January  1,  1685.     He  was  one  of  18 
members,  who  constituted  the  1st  church  of  Framingham  orf^an- 
izedinl699. 
-  Stephen  Jennings  died  in  Framingham  Sept.  3,  1701. 

Stephen  Jennings  and  Susanna  Bigelow,  both  of  Framing- 
ham, were  married  June  0,  1715. 

Daniel  Jennings,  son  of  Stephen  and  Susannah  Jennings, 
bora  Feb.  16,  1717-8.     (Fram.  Records.) 

AFFIDAVIT   OF    LUTHER    KXOWLTON. 

I,  Luther  Knowlton,  of  Walpole,  county  of  Cheshire,  and 
State  of  New  Hampshire,  of  lawful  age,  depose  and  say  that  I 
am  now  seventy-eight  years  old,  that  ray  mother  was  Elizabeth 
Jennings,  daughter  of  Daniel  Jennings  of  Ilolliston,  Massachu-- 
•setts.  I  distinctly  recollect  of  seeing  my  grandfather  at  my 
father's  house  in  Holliston,  and  heariug  grandfather  and  my 
mother  talk  about  having  a  rich  uncle  in  England.     I  have 
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heard  my  mother  say  that  her  father,  Daniel  Jennings,  and 
several  of  his  brothers  emigrated  from  England  to  this  country 
on  account  of  religic-n.  I  do  not  distinctly  recollect  whether 
it  was  grandfather's  uncle  or  my  mother's  uncle  that  they 
spoke  of  as  living  in  England. 

(fciigncd)  LUTHER  KNOWLTON. 

Cheshire  ss.      )      Then  Luther  Knowlton  subscribed  and 
Dec  20,  1851.  \  made  oath  to  the  above  deposition. 
Before  me, 

(Signed)  Samuel  Slade,  Jr., 

Justice  Peace. 

AFFIDAVIT  OF    ELIHU    CUTLER, 
To  all  whom  it  may  concern  : 

I,  Elihu  Cutler  of  HoUiston,  County  of  Middlesex,  State  of 
Massachusetts,  say  that  I  was  acquainted  with  one  Isaac  Jen- 
mngs,  of  the  then  HoUiston  aforesaid .  I  was  also  acquainted 
with  his  father,  one  Daniel  Jennings .  The  said  Isaac  lived 
■with  his  father  until  his  father's  death,  and  lived  on  the  said 
place  many  years  after. 

(Signed)  ELIHU  CUTLER. 

Middlesex,  Oct.  4,  1851. 
Personally  appeared  the  above  named  Elihu  Cutler  and  made 
oath  that  the  above  declaration  by  him  subscribed  was  true. 
Before  me, 

(Signed)  Alden   Leland, 

Justice  of  the  Peace. 

AFFIDAVIT    OF   ABIGAIL   JENNINGS. 

I,  Abigail  Jennings,  of  Ashland,  in  County  of  Middlesex  and 
State  of  Massachusetts,  aged  about  eighty-nine  years,  depose 
and  say  and  aver  that  I  am  the  widow  of  Isaac  Jennings  for- 
merly of  HoUiston,  in  that  part  which  is  a  part  of  Ashland 
aforesaid.  Said  Isaac  Jennings,  if  now  living,  would  have 
been  about  ninety-one  years  of  age.  Said  Isaac  Jennings  had 
one  brother  older  than  himself  whose  name  was  Daniel  Jen- 
nings ;  that  their  father's  name  was  also  Daniel  Jennings,  and 
that  I,  the  deponent,  lived  in  the  same  house  with  the  said 
Daniel  Jennings,  senior,  and  Daniel  Jennings,  junior.  The 
father  and  brother  of  Isaac,  my  husband,  from  my  marriage 
until  the  father's  decease,  and  the  decease  of  the  wife  of  said 
Daniel,  senior,  the  mother  of  said  Daniel,  junior,  and  l8aac,my 
husband,  and  that  I  took  care  of  them  in  their  last  sickness. 
Said  Daniel,  sen.,  used  to  say  that  he  came  from  England  to 
Massachusetts,  now  of  the  United  States  of  America  ;  that  he 
had  a  brother  in  England  by  the  name  of  William  Jennings  ; 
that  said  Daniel  Jennings,  senior,  settled  in  HoUiston,  now  a 
part  of  Ashland  aforesaid,  before  my  remembrance  ;  said  Dan- 
iel, senior,  married  EUzabeth  Cozzen'*,  aunt   to  the  deponent, 
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and  thej  had  a  large  famllj  of  children  :  that  the  aforesaid  . 
Isaac,  the  husband  of  the  deponent,  was  their  youngest  male 
child  ;  that  said  Isaac  Jennings  was  lawfully  married  to  the 
deponent,  whose  maiden-  name  was  Abigal  Cozzens,  by  the 
Rev.  Joshua  Prentis  of  Holliston  aforesaid,  in  the  spring  of 
the  year.  During  the  ilevolutionary  war,  probably  about 
seventeen  hundred  and  seventy-nine:  that  said,  Isaac,  my 
husband,  when  wc  married,  was  about  twenty  years  of  age,  and 
■we  lived  with  his  father,  who  was  said  Daniel  Jennings,  senior, 
and  his  wife,  our  mother,  as  long  as  thoy  lived,  and  tluit  said 
Daniel,  senior,  died  when  my  son  Calvin  was  four  days  old. 

her 
ABIGAL  X     JENNINGS, 
mark 
Attest,  Charles  Bennett, 

Julia  A    Bennett. 
State  of  Massacuusetts,  ) 

Middlesex,  ss.  i  December  16,1851. 

Then  the  above  Abigail  Jennings  personally  appeared,  and 
made  oath  that  the  above  affidavit  by  her  subscribed  was  true. 
And  I  further  certify  that  the  mental  faculties  of  the  deponent 
are  as  sound,  and  her  recollection  apparently  as  clear  as  any 
person  of  her  age,  and  her  moral  character  is  unimpeachable. 
Before  me,  John  Wenzell, 

Justice  of  the  Peace . 
'  Mr.  Levi  James  of  Philadelphia ,  informed  us  that  Price 
of  Philadelphia  was  appointed  agent  for  the  Philadelphia  Jen- 
nings family,  and  spent  much  time  in  England  investigating 
this  case,  but  never  coming  to  any  certain  conclusion,  an  ' 
Englishman  was  appointed  agent  for  the  Jennings  family,  and 
returned  to  England,  but  did  nothing  there  only  squander  the 
money  away  given  him ;  that  afterwards,  by  request  of  the 
famdy,  he  went  himself,  and  investigated  the  matter  there  to 
some  extent,  but  had  not  time  to  do  much,  as  the  business  was 
all  new  to  him.  He  informed  us  that  he  was  informed  by  the 
Gov.^  of  the  Bank  of  England,  that  millions  of  pounds  of  the 
Jennings  property  was  now  in  the  Bank  of  England  awaiting 
proper  claimants. 

We  have  partial  pedigrees  of  the  families  of  many  members 
of  the  association,  but  as  they  are  at  present  very  incorrect^ 
we  thought  it  was  not  best  to  publish  them  until  we  had  time 
to  make  searches  and  perfect  them.  We  expect  within  a  few- 
months  to  be  able  to  have  these  pedigrees  made  out  correctly 
and  printed.  COLUMBUS  SMITH, 

West  Salisbury,  VL 
0.  M.  FISHER, 

VergenneSf  Vt. 
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BEPOET 

T  0      T  H  B         ^  ■ 

'^JENNINGS  ASSOCIATION. 

^»«'»  

^0  the  Members  of  the  Jennings  Association  : 

1  here  submit  to  your  consideration  the  folloTring  report  •vrhich  I 
received  from  Enghnd,  from  Mr.  Fisher,  some  time  bince  : 

London,  England. 

CoLUMDUS  Smith,  Esq.,  West  Salisbury,  Vt. 

Dear  Sir  : — I  believe  the  investigation  of  any  case  or  claim 
to  property  never  presented  so  mar.y  obstacle?,  or  required  so  great 
care  and  such  careful  attention  and  consideration  as  the  Jennings 
case.  The  fact  of  so  many  of  the  different  ncvrspapers  in  iLo 
United  States*  having  published  statenicnts  in  regard  to  this  pro- 
perty, estimated  at  more  than  ,£7,000,000  sterliiig  in  the  years 
1849  1850,  1851,  and  1852,  and  stating  that  by  a  late  decision 
"one  half  of  the  estate  had  been  divided,  that  one  of  the  fortunate 
claimants  is  a  journeyman  painter  of  Maiden,  Mass.,  named  Long- 
bam,  and  that  his  share  is  ^500,000  ster;ing,''  or  nearly  (--2500,- 
000.  In  addition  to  which  it  has  been  frequently  stated  that  there 
was  an  iron  chest  deposited  with  a  London  Banking  House  (sup- 
posed to  be  Messrs.  Childs  k  Co.,  Temple  Bar,)  which  bad  not 
been  opened,  said  to  contain  plate,  kc  of  great  value.  Together 
•with  the  fact  that  different  agents  who  have  been  employed,  or  who 
have  come  here  on  their  own  responsibility,  have  written  to  the 
United  States  substantially  as  follows  : 

"  The  Jennings  Estate  ia  of  all  others,  worth  considcraTjle  Btcri- 
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fico  to  us.  I  do  not  view  it  like  a  lottery  where  there  is  so  great  a 
number  of  blanks  to  one  prize.  I  think  our  chances  of  success  aro 
nine  out  of  ten.  First,  tlic  heirs  are  not  in  this  country  as  appears 
very  evident.  Second,  theuholo  ;j;voun(i  hiisbeen  thorouiziily  j:nno 
over,  and  every  point  canvassed,  likely  to  TifTord  iufornmiion  ot  iho 
lawful  heirs.  Third,  the  Association  fornio.d  in  Dublin  Inst  August 
(I80I)  after  spending  two  or  three  thousand  pounds  sterling,  con- 
cluded the  heirs  were  in  the  United  IStaics  Anierica.  We  have  a 
great  work-.  g:oat  encouragement,  and  tlh  tnnst  favnrnhle  nnicni- 
tage  And  other  similar  statcir.cnts,  s'.!('h  :;s  the  British  Govern- 
roent  has  been  desirous  for  a  long  time  to  iiud  the  owners  of  the 
estate,  &c." 

These  things  altogether— though  from  them  all  nothing  definite 
— but  all  vague  and  uncertain,  and  quite  unsatisfactory,  have  tend- 
ed to  make  the  various  branches  of  Jennings  famiies  in  America, 
suppose  and  believe  that  this  immense  fortune  might  quite  easily 
I)e  recovered  for  some  person  or  persons  in  America.  For  a  little  . 
more  than  a  year  I  h.ave  been  making  searches  and  various  enquiries 
as  to  this  Jennings  Property  and  ttie  Ptidigrce  of  the  Jtrnnings's, 
and  all  I  shall  state  at  tiiiso:-  ony  other  time  I  am  prepared  to  prove 
by  various  Court  and  Parisii  Kccords.  V/illlam  Jcnncvs,  tlie 
Intestate  in  this  matter,  *nicd  a  Paciielor  en  the  lOili  of  June 
179-',  in  the  GTth  year  of  his  age,  and  was  buried  at  Acton,  in  tho 
County  of  Suiiblk,  in  the  same"  vault  with  his  father  and  m.oth.er. 
He  was  the  son  of  Piobert  Jennings,  of  the  Middle  Temple,  Lon- 
don, Bedford  Row,  Middlesex,  and  Acton,  Suffolk,  E.=q.,  by  Ann 
Guidott.  his  wife  ;  his  said  parente  having  been  married  by  License 
on  the  17th  of  October,  1700,  and  their  only  child,  the  said  William 
Jennings  was  baptized  on  the  4ti»  of  September.  1701,  at  "West- 
minster Abbey,  King  William  ill,  having  been  his  Godfather.  The 
said  Intestate  at  the  time  of  his  death  wao  possessed  of  enormous 
wealth,  both  real  and  personal,  which  had  descended  to  him  from, 
and  had  been  the  accumulated  fortunes  of  his  father,  uncles,  grand- 
father and  great  grandfather,  tlirough  a  period  of  one  hundred  and 
fifty  years,  so  that  he  scarcely  knew  himself  what  he  really  was 
possessed  of.  Having  attained  to  so  great  an  age  he  had  outlived 
all  his  known  relations,  ?o  that  at  the  time  of  his  death  no  person 
came  forward  to  prove  kinsiiip  to  him,  ami  in  consequence  ot"  that 
tho  Crown  authorities  took  possession  of  ids  property  and  advertized 
for  his  next  of  kin.  In  September  1798,  William  Lygon,  Esq-, 
(afterwards  Earl  Beauchamp}  the  son  of  Reginald  Pinder  Lygcuaud 
Susannah  Haraner,  bis  wife,  and  Mary  Finch,  Viscountess  Andover, 
tho  daughter  of  Honeaye  Finch,  Earl  of  Aylesford  and  Mary 
Fisher,  his  wife,  cousins,  German,  onee  lemoved  to  said  William 
Jennens,  applied  for  and  received  Letters  of  Administration  to  Lis 
Tstate  and  effects,  and  under  this  Letter   of  Administration   tbey 


took  possession  of  tlio  greater  part  of  Lis  property  "williout  opposi- 
tion from  any  source.  In  IblT,  (lie  widoiv  of  the  said  ^Villiam 
Lynon,  I^arl  Leauclianip,  (^who  died  ia  October  1816)  as  Executor 
of  her  doco:i3ed  i^usband  applied  for  and  received  Letters  of  Ad- 
ministration r/f  i';;;2.v  jio'n  to  ilie  Personal  Estate  of  the  said  ^Vi^lia^^ 
Jennens,  of  tlie  gooil,>,  kc,  left  unadministercd  hy  ♦iio  said  William 
Lygon  and  Mary  Viscountess  Andover,  and  unacr  this  Letter  of 
Administration  she  received  consit;crn''olc  sums  of  money  in  stocks, 
and  divi'Ieihls.  It  is  bolioved  that  the  wIhAq  of  the  Instate  of  the 
faid  William  Jonncns.  was  rccuv^rctl  and  taken  ro?:-c~5sion  of  by  the 
above  named  Aiir^ini-rtration,  The  Heal  Fitato  of  said  William 
Jennens  passed  into  the  possession  of  Lady  SSopiiia  Howe,  the 
widow  of  i'enn  Asliton  Cuizcn.  in  trust  for  the  tcnclit  of  her  son 
Gcur;;3  AumjsUis  Carzon,  the  eldest  son  of  s.dd  IVim  Ashton  Car- 
zon,  by  the  said  L.;dy  S  ophia  iiowe,  his  ■wiTe.  as  the  Ilcir  at  Law 
and  first  cousin,  three  tiir.cs  removed  lo  said  AVilliara  Jennens,  and 
as  such  entitled  to  llic  possession  of  Ids  Keal  Estate. 

It  is  stated  by  all  the  Jennens  claimants  that  the  said  Penn  Ash- 
ton  Curzon  left  only  three  children,  or  rather  had  but  (/ircc  children, 
viz.  :  George  Augustus,  Marian na  and  Leicester,  and  that  Leices- 
ter died  in  1793.  and  George  Augustus  died  in  1805.  Jjut  tlie 
Records  show  that  the  said  Penn  Ashton  Curzon  had  fovr  child- 
ren, three  sous  and  o/ee  daughter,  viz.  :  Geor;ze  Augustus,  Marian- 
na,  Leicester  and  Ptichard  William  Penn  ;  that  George  Augustus 
and  Leicester  died  at  the  aforesaid  dates,  and  thnt  Pkichard  William 
Penn  Curzon,  the  youngest  son,  is  the  present  Earl  Howe,  and  as 
such  son.  of  said  Penn  Ashton  Curzon  and  Sophia  Bareness  Howe, 
bis  wife,  and  as  the  Heir  at  Law  of  William  Jennings  or  Jennens, 
be  came  to  the  possession  of  all  his  Keal  Estate  and  he  and  his 
family  still  hold  it,  or  at  least  all  that  tliey  have  not  disposed  of,  and 
80  it  has  stood  from  the  death  of  William  Jennens  to  the  present 
time.  It  may  appear  very  strange  that  a  family  wl'.ich  had  been  so 
very  ^vealthy  through  so  many  generations,  could  only  produce 
three  relations  as  claimants  to  this  Estate,  each  of  them  belonging 
to  the  Aristocracy,  and  each  of  them  descended  through  the  female 
line,  hue  such  appearsto  have  been  the  case  at  t!;e  time  of  William 
Jennens  death,  and  not  much  time  Avas  lest  by  them  in  obtaining 
possession  of  his  Estate. 

Since  the  property  has  been  in  the  hands  of  these  Administrators,, 
claimants  have  come  forward  by  the  hundred — nor  do  I  wonder  at 
it ;  for  on  tracing  out  and  examining  the  pedigree  of  tlie  said  William 
Jennens'  family,  we  find  it  to  have  been  a  very  numerous  one. 

The  direct  Pedigree  of  Williiim   Jennens  for  two  hundred  years  ■ 
— that  is  to  say-^back  to    his  great   great  grandfather,  shows   that 
each  of  his  ancestors  left   several  cliildren,  male  and  female — as  is 
proved  by  their  various  Wills  and  Parish  Records.     'Xbese  collatcr- 


al  relatires  had,  of  course,  lost  sight  of  William's  particular  line  ; 
but  had  sufficient  time  been  allowed  after  Williams  death  for  the 
different  Jenncns  families  to  looic  up  their  pedigrees,  then  there 
TTOuhl  ha7c,  quite  likely,  been  plenty  of  Heirs  at  Law  found  in  the 
male  line,  and  in  the  name  of  Jenncns  too ;  persons,  unquestionably  far 
•  more  justly  entitled  to  the  Real  Estate  (according  to  tno  various 
■wills)  than  those  v;ho  obtained  possessit"  of  it. 

It  appears  that  the  groat  grrat  grandfuiier  of  the  said  WiJUam 
Jenneiis  was  William  Jennijigs  (so  spelled)  of  the  Parish  of  !Rirm- 
ingham,  in  the  county  of  WarwicI;,  who  died  in  the  year  1602, 
leaving  Joan  Jennings  his  widow,  and  Thomas.  William,  John, 
Abraham,  Ambrose,  Ann  and  Mary  his  children,  him  surviving.  It 
appears  that  all  these  children  attained  maturity,  that  they  mar- 
ried and  that  each  of  them  had  issue,  male  and  female,  as  is  proved 
by  the  will  of  their  mother,  the  said  Joan  Jennings,  who  died  in 
1622. 

The  Great  Grandfather  of  W'dUain  Jennens  the  Intestate, 
•was  John  Jenings,  Jennings  or  Jennens,  son  of  the  before  men- 
tioned William  Jawigs^  and  Joan  his  wife,  was  also  of  Birming- 
ham, and  acquired  considerable  property  in  that  town  and  elsewhere 
in  the  County  of  Warwick.  lie  married  twice  and  by  his  said  two 
■wives  had  issue  eleven  children,  viz.  :  John,  Ambrose,  Alice, 
William,  Abraham,  Dorothy,  Esther,  Humphrey,  Joseph,  Sarah 
and  Edward.  Some  of  these  children  died  young,  but  the  others 
married  and  had  issue.  The  said  John  Jennings,  their  father,  died 
in  1653,  leaving  a  will.  The  Grandfather  of  W'dliani  Jennings 
or  Jenncs,  the  Intestate,  was  Humphrey  Jennings,  son  of  the  above 
John,  by  Joyce  his  wife,  was  also  of  Birminghfim  and  elsewhere  in 
the  County  of  Warwick.  lie  married  Mary  Millward,  and  by  her 
h^ad  issue,  twelve  children,  viz.  :  Ann.  Justine,  Henry,  Charles, 
Mary,  Elizabeth,  John,  Humphrey,  Esther  Robert,  Philicia  and 
V/illiam.  Their  father,  the  said  Humphrey  Jennings,  died  in  1690, 
and  his  widow,  the  said  Mary,  died  in  17U8,  both  of  them  leaving 
"wills.  The  father  of  William  Jennens  the  Intestate,  was 
Robert  Jenncns,  the  son  of  the  above  named  Humphrey  Jennings, 
and  Mary,  his  wife,  was  of  London  and  elsewhere.  He  married 
Ann  Guidott  in  the  year  1700,  as  aforesaid,  and  had  issue  only  one 
child,  the  said  William  Jenncns,  who  died  in  1798,  a  bachelor.  In- 
testate. His  father,  the  said  Robert  Jennens,  died  in  1725, 
and  his  mother,  the  said  Ann  Jennens, died  in  1761.  In 
tho  year  1726  the  said  William  Jennens  made  a  will  in  favor  of 
his  mother,  but  having  outlived  her,  such  will  became  void.  The 
above  is  the  direct  pedigree  of  the  said  William  Jennens,  as  proved 
bj  good  and  sufficient  Legal  Record  evidence  ;  and  tho  following 
explains  how  the  aforesaid  administrators  were  connected  with  him. 

Ann  Jennens,  the  eldest  child  of  the  aforesaid  Humphrey  Jen- 
nens and  Mary  his  wife,  married  Sir  Clement  Eiaher  and  bad  issue, 


•mong  others  Mary  Fisher  who  married  Ilcnca^vo  Finch,  first  Earl 
of  Aylcsford,  and  had  issue  amon;;  others,  Mary  Finch,  ^vho  mar- 
ried the  Viscount  Andover,  and  survived  him  ;  she  administered  to 
the  Estate  of  William  Jenncns  in  179d,  and  died  in  1803  ;  this 
Mary  Finch  Viscountos3  Andover  was  tlicrcfore  Great  Grand 
(daughter  to  Humphrey  Jennings,  and  first  cousin  once  removed  to 
William  Jenncns. 

Esther  Jcnnens,  the  ninth  child  of  the  said  ITumphrey  Jennings 
and  Mary  his  wife,  married  William  Ilamnerand  iiad  issue,  among 
others,  Susannah  Hamnor,  who  married  Rc^jinald  Pindcr,  who  took 
the  name  of  Lygon,  and  had  issue  among  others,  William  Lygon, 
afterwards  Earl  Beauchamp,  who  administered  to  William  Jennens' 
Estate  in  1798,  and  died  in  181G.  This  William  Lygon  therefore, 
stood  in  the  same  degree  of  relationship  to  Humphrey  and  William 
Jennens,  as  Mary  Finch  Viscountess  Andover  did.  and  he  was 
joined  administrator  with  her  in  179S.  With  regard  to  the  Heir 
at  Law's  connection  with  William  Jennens,  it  is  explained  thus  : 
Charles  Jenne'ns,  the  fourth  child  of  Humphrey  Jennens  and  Mary 
his  wife.  Married  Elizabeth  Burdett  and  liad  issue,  among  others, 
Elizabeth  Jennings,  who  married  her  first  consin  W^illiara  Hamner, . 
(the  son  of  William  Hamner  and  Esther  Jennens  his  wife,  the 
sister  of  Charles  /ennens  and  daughter  of  Humphrey  Jennens") 
■who  had  issue,  a  daughter,  Esther  Hamner,  who  married  Ashcton 
Curzon,  and  had  issue,  a  son,  Penn  Ashcton  Curzon,  who  married 
Sophia  Baroness  Howe,  and  had  issue,  Richard  William  Penn 
Curzon,  the  present  Earl  Howe,  and  consequently  the  present  Earl 
Howe  is  first  Cousin,  three  times  removed,  and  Heir  at  Law  of  said 
William  Tennens  the  Intestate,  and  therefore  became  possessed  of 
the  Heal  Estate. 

I  have  thus  briefly  stated  the  Pedigree  of  the  present  possessors 
to  this  Jennings  Estate.  I  am  making  a  Pedigree  with  Records, 
which  I  will  send  you  as  soon  as  completed.  I  called  upon  Messrs. 
Child  k  Co.,  Bankers,  Temple  Bar,  London,  in  regard  to  the  Chest 
or  Box  said  to  be  deposited  there.  Mr.  Barlow,  of  Philadelphia, 
had  told  us  about  his  having  called  there  and  that  Childs  k  Co., 
had  told  him  there  was  such  a  box  for  Jennings  as  he  enquired  for, 
&c.,  &;c.,  which  you  will  remember,  but  as  you  will  see  before  I 
close  is  not  of  much  consequence.  Mr,  James  Mangnall  of  72 
Waterloo  street,  Bosten,  wrote  me  that  this  box  was  deposited  in  tho 
custody  of  the  Child's  Banking  Company,  Temple  13ar,  London. 
Mr.  Barlow  -was  supplied  wilh  Power  of  Attorney,  and  these  papers 
deposing  to  the  events,  and  with  a  very  great  deal  of  trouble  and 
references,  we  got  introduced  to  the  Director  of  the  Bank,  who  ex- 
amined the  document  and  Power  of  Attorney,  and  very  politely 
sont  for  an  old  Book  in  which  entries  "was  made  to  all  deposites,  and 
ire  found  near  the  date  which  thcw  papers  gave,  that  one  Robert 
Jennings  did  de]posite  a  case  or  box  wita  eaici  Bank,  but  tre  was  not 


"tllowcil  to  inspect  it,  as  v>e  could  not  prove  that  we  \fcrc  aulhorizc-fl 
by  bonafiilc  relatives  to  the  deceased.  ISarali  Jennings,  and  of  course 
Mr.  Barlow  returned  to  procure  all  ti)e  documcntarj  evidence  ho 
could  of  the  relationship,  in  UGl  and  I  had  Power  of  Attorney 
sent  to  mo  with  similar  particulars  to  Mr.  Barlow  and  again  went 
to  London,  and  after  very  expensive  exertions  again  had  an  audience 
with  the  director,  wiiich,  upon  inspection  upon  what  1  produced, 
said  that  he  was  really  sorry  that  what  I  produced  did  not  aliow* 
him  to  let  mc  investigate  the  Chest,  and  advised  me  to  write  to  Mr. 
William  Eartlett,  saying  he  must  get  ail  tiie  certificates  he  can  to 
prove  the  identity  of  relation  and  then  make  the  breacli  of  connec- 
tion up,  attested  too  upon  oath  before  a  /ustice  of  the  Peace  at 
Philadelphia,  send  it  over  along  with  a  Power  of  Attorney  on  my 
behalf,  might  induce  him  to  proceed  futher,  kc,  kc.  1  had  no 
difHculty  or  expensive  exertions  to  get  access  to  tiie  Banking  House 
of  Messrs.  Childs  &  Co.,  'J'emple  Bar,  London,  which  is  now  and 
always  has  been  a  private  Bank.  There  is  no  such  person  as  a 
Director  in  or  about  the  Bank  and  never  was.  They  also  say  that 
to  their  best  knowledge  and  belief,  they  never  saw  or  ever  heard  of 
•Mr.  Tiimes  Mangnall  or  Mr.  Barlow,  and  that  they  never  called  at 
I'aeir  Bank  to  tlieir  knowledge  ;  and  further,  that  tiiere  is  no  such 
<'hest,  Bo.x,  or  other  package  in  tlieir  custody  for  Sarah  ycnnens, 
,/enning3  or  /enings,  or  for  Robert  or  any  other  /ennings.  I  read 
1;)  him  the  letter  of /ames  Mangnall  of  72  Waterloo  street,  Bolton, 
jind  at  the  time  when  lie  says  he  called  there,  was  not  so  remote  as 
to  have  caused  the  circumstance  to  have  been  forgotten,  if  it  was 
true,  which  they  deny.  I  was  compelled  to  place  the  statement 
with  many  others,  as  a  fiction.  Messrs.  Childs  &  Co.,  also  wrote 
me  a  letter  which  I  now  have,  and  of  which  the  following  is  a 
copy  : 

Temple  Bar,  London,  E.  C,  1865. 
"  Messrs.  Child  &  Co^  present  their  compliments  to  Mr.  Fisher, 
and  inform  him  that  they  have  no  box  in  their  possession  in  either 
of  the  names  ho  mentions." 

I  of  course  gave  them  good  references,  &c.,  as  to  my  right  to 
make  the  enquiry,  &c.,  &c.,  but  it  was  not  difucult  or  expensive  to 
do  so.  They  were  extremely  civil,  and  in  my  presence,  although 
they  were  satisfied  because  they  examined  between  my  first  and 
second  visit,  the  books  were  searched,  and  I  looked  them  over  my- 
self and  no  such  thing  is  there.  This  was  done  for  my  satisfaction 
and  at  my  request 

The  fact  of  it  is  that  the  administrators  of  William  »7ennen3  took 
all  of  his  estate  into  their  possession  in  1798  and  1818.  Why 
should  they  not  have  done  so  ?  The  Administrators  were  first 
cousins  once  removed  of  said  Intestate.  Who  is  neai-er  7  No  one 
appeared  theo  cbiming  to  be  nearer  related,  and  Admon  wa3  grant- 


cil  without  opposition.  "Well  now  suppose  tiioro  arc  soine'pnrtii'S- 
nearer  related  than  tlicse  were  ?  liaw  ^vill  you  avoid  ths  follovvin;^ 
ISoctions  of  Lv.T  from  tho  Act  "  entitled  An  Act  for  tbc  Limita- 
tion of  Actions  and  Suits  relating;  to  Real  Property  and  for  sim- 
plyfying  tho  IJcmcdies  for  trying  tho  Ri;;hts  thereto."'  iSectioa 
iSjcond  provides  "  That  no  suit  shall  be  raainUiined  but  within 
twenty  years  after  the  person  has  a  right  to  bring  tho  action,  or 
after  the  person  through  who  he  claims  had  the  right,"  Section 
Sixteen  excepts  persons  under  disability  of  Infancy,  Lunacy, 
Coverture  or  Absonco  beyond  seas,  and  allows  tea  years  after  thu 
disability  has  been  removed.  And  Section  Seven  provides  that  tho 
whole  time  shall  not  exceed  forty  years  although  the  person  re- 
mains undor  ono  or  more  said  disabilities  for  the  whole  of  such  forty 
years."  Thi^  is  as  to  Real  Estuto.  and  the  Act  of  1850  makes  it 
also  applicable  to  Personal  Estate,  taken  possession  of  by  an  Ad- 
piinistrator.  Mr.  Partington  says  that  this  last  Law  was  passed  in 
consequence  of  your  Shaul  case.  Fuller  extracts  of  this  last  named 
act  I  will  send  you  with  tiio  Pedigree  I  am  preparing.  My  own- 
opinion  is  that  the  Act  of  1859  docs  not  apply  in  any  manner  to 
Admon  granted  to  tho  Crown.  So  property  may  be  recovered  from 
tho  Crown,  although  more  than  forty  years  havo  elapsed. 

I  have  made  very  many  searciieJ  in   this  matter  as   to  Pedigree, 
all  of  Avhich  will  appear  on  my  Pedigree. 

I  believe  it  perfectly  useless  to  spend  any  more  money  or  time  in 
this  case.  Partington,  whom  you  know  very  well,  says  unhesitating- 
ly, after  looking  over  what  i  have,  that  the  case  is  not  good,  that 
there  is  no  possible  way  of  avoiding  the  Statute  of  Limitations, 
even  though  other  parties  could  show  they  were  much  nearer  re- 
lated, than  those  who  got  tho  property,  to  said  William  Jennings. 
I  am  prepared  to  answer  any  questions  you  may  suggest,  or  that 
any  of  the  parties  desire  to  ask.  I  can  do  it  at  once  and  with  no* 
trouble  as  I  think  I  have  all  tbc  searching  completed. 
I  remain  yours  very  truly, 

C.  M.  FISHER. 

THe  foregoing  report  seems  to  be  full  and  to  take  in  the  whole 
case. 

As  I  was  much  disappointed  in  the  result  of  his  investigation, 
and'  as  I  had  collected  much  information  in  Philadelphia  and  other' 
places,  relative  to  the  case,  after  Mr,  Fisher's  departure  for  Eng- 
land, which  he  was  not  in  possession  of  ^hen  he  made  the  investi- 
gation, I  concluded  before  placing  before  the  Association  the  fore- 
going report  of  Mr,  Fisher,  to  write  iiim  what  new  information  I 
had  gathered  and  request  him  to  investigate  certain  points  and  see' 
il^it  was  not  possible  for  bim  to  come  to  a  different  conclusion  in' 
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His  matter.  My  importunity  in  this  matter  seems  to  have  diBgust-* 
ed  him,  so  much  so  tliat  on  the  25th  of  July  last  he  wrote  me  as 
tbllo^Y3  : 

Jennin'^3  :  I  am  surprised  at  your  conduct  in  this  case.  I  sent 
you  an  honest  report  in  this  case,  ko.  I  have  examined  the  -vrholo 
case  over  and  over  aga-n  and  I  can  see  no  possible  ^Tay  or  reason  fof 
changing  my  mind.  I  am  willing  to  stand  by  what  I  havo  written 
you  Tn  tiiis  matter,  &c.  Hut  really,  when  you  come  to  apply  a 
littla  ordinary  common  sense  to  the  case  and  the  laws  of  England 
to  it,  it  ssems  to  ms  very  plain  and  simple.  Consider  with  me  for 
otio  minute.  William  Jennings  died  in  1793.  Administration  was 
^ranted  to  the  Crown.  •  In  September  1708,  this  Administration; 
10  th«  Crown  was  revoked,  and  Administration  was  granted  to 
V/illiam  Lygon,  Esq.,  (afterwards  Earl  Howe)  and  Mary  Einch 
Viscountess"  Andover.  These  two  persons  were  alleged  to  h& 
cousins  gcrman  once  removed  to  the  Intestate,  and  such  was  then 
proved  to  be  the  facts  at  that  time.  Further  Administration  was 
granted  in  1816  to  the  widows  of  said  Earl  Howe.  ISIow  then, 
whether  rightly  or  wrongly  granted  is  no  sort  of  consequence. 
Adm'mist ration  was  granted,  and  without  opposition,  (but  that 
13  also  immaterial.)  Well,  the^i,  who  as  administrators  did  they 
represent  ?  The  Intestate,  William  Jennings,  as  a  matter  of  course. 
And  what  were  the  rights  and  duties?  To  collect  in  the  personal 
estate  and  distribute  it  according  to  law.  Were  they  then  such 
fools  as  not  to  have  all  the  stocks,  funds  and  monies  transferred 
into  their  own  names,  as  well  as  to  secure  the  "  Chest"  and  that 
•'  Iron  Box"  at  Doctors  Common's  (which,  by  the  way,  was  never 
there  and  Ford  never  pointed  it  out  to  anybody  and  never  told  or 
■wrote  to  anybody  anything  of  the  kind,  and  in  fact  never  had  heard 
of  the  circumstances  till  \  r^'^l  him  your  letter.)  What  do  yoa 
do  when  you  are  made  an  ;v\\':A<\>ix'iioT  ?  What  does  any  one  do  7 
What  do  you  suppose  these  administrators  did?  They  were  ap- 
pointed surely  quite  early  after  the  death  of  William  Jennings. 
They  *had  undisputed  access  to  all  his  papers,  books,  &c.,  &c. 
Would  they  have  been  likely  to  have  neglected  to  collect  in  these 
bo.xes  of  money  ?  Well  when  was  this  ?  Was  it  less  or  more  than 
forty  years  ago  ?  If  more,  then  Parliament  must  undo  what  they 
have  done;  or,  admitting  the  administration  wrongly  granted  and 
the  property  wrongly  held  and  divided,  there  is  no  remedy.  Par- 
liament is  Supreme  here.     There  is  no  written  constitution,  &;c. 

I  now  think  Mr.  Fisher  has  made  a  thorough  examination  of  this 
case  in  England,  and  after  examining  this,  his  report,  I  am  com- 
pelled to  arrive  at  the  same  conclusion  that  he  docs,  that  no  claim 
to  the  William  Jennings  property  can  ever  be  substantiated  by  an/ 
American  or  English  Jennings. 
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I  should  have  been  pleased  to  have  sent  you  thb  report  earlier, 
but  Mr.  Fisher's  funds  were  somewhat  limited,  as  he  had  to  pay  for 
exchange  over  $260  for  $100  English  exchange  •when  he  started 
.for  En<T'land,  so  ho  was  obliged  to  practice  economy  in  order  to 
make  a  thorough  investigation  of  other  claims,  at  the  samo  time  he 
vras  at  .work  on  this.  I  am  disappointed  in  the  final  result  of  the 
investigation,  but  I  can  see  nothing  which  leaves  even  a  hope. 
Your  obedient  servant, 

COLUMBUS  SMITH. 

W«st  Salisbury,  Vt.,  August  16th,  1866. 


r.  Humphrey  Jcnnens,  baptized  at  St.  Martins,  Birminsh.ani,  23  August,  1629, 
marricl  at  Darby  Church,  Derbyshire,  16  .-ept.,  1*357;  buried  at  ^ethcr- 
■whiteacre.  .    ,      n    ,  ■     , 

IL   1.  Ann  Jenncns,  baptized  at  ^t  M.-^rtins,  Birminsh.im ;  buried  at  Packmgton  in 
1707;  married  -ir  Clement  fisher.  Dart.     Tl.ey  hod  issue,  viz: 
m.  Mary  Fisiier,  buried  at  Bath  in  1740;  married  lleneage  Finch,  first  E.irl 
of  Aylesbury.     Left  issue  six  children.  _„,    ,      ,   i- 

•      £7.  Mary   Finch,    baptized    1st  \iay,  1716;  married  6  ^ov  ,  1 , ob;  buried  in 
1S03.     She  was  joint  alministnUrix  with  ^^  m    I.ygon,  of  the  estate 
ofWilliaiii  Jennens.     William    Baggott   is   her  personal   representa- 
tive     Marrleil  Vi-;count  Andover,  son  of  the  Ilarl  of  fcuOolk;  buried 
19  .luiy,  175G.     She  had  issue  : 
V.  lion.  Richard  Howard,  buried  1818.     Wm.  Baggott  proved  his  will. 
.Mary  and  four  ether  children. 
IL  2.  Justin  Jcnnens,  buried  at  f-t.  Martins,  Birmingham,  11  Feb.,  Ib6y. 

3..Henry  Jennens,  buried  .lauuary  8,  1676.  .   v.    . 

4.  Charles  Jennens,  baptized  at  .-t.  Martins.    Birmingham;  buried  at  ^ethe^- 
white.cre,  4  July.  1747;  marricl  Elizabeth  Burdctt,  11  December,  16b0  ; 
buried  at  Nethcrwhiteiicre  in  170-^.     They  had  issue, 
IlL    •  1    Burdett  Jennens,  baptized  'J  June,  IGUli,  at  Aston;  buried  July  2o,  l<0o. 
at  Netherwhitcacre  '  »-    ,        .  • 

2.  Humphrey  Jennens,  buried  9  June,  1712,  at  Netherwhitcacre. 

3.  rharles  Jennens,  buried  'Jv)  November  1773,  agc-d  lo,  a  bachelor. 

4.  Robert  Jcnnens,  buried  a  bachelor  in  1728,  at  Netherwhitcacre. 

3.  Mary  Jennens,  buried  26  December,  1708,  a  child,  at  Netherwhitcacre. 

6.  Mary  Jennens,  buried  10  August,   1725,  at  Neiherwhiteac.e,  a  Spinter. 

7.  Elizabeth  Jennens,  married  her  1st  cousin,  Wm    Hanmer,  sou  of  tsther 
Jennens,  in  1726  buried  in  1777.     i-he  had  issue, 

I\'.  Esther  Hanmer,  buried  21  July.  1704;  married  Asheton  Curzon,  created  Baron, 
1797;  Viscount,  1802;  had  issue,  .,,„„.,  •    , 

V.     1.  Pen   Asheton  Curzon,  baptize-l  il  January,    1757;  buried  1797;  mamed 
Lady  Sophia  Howe,  27  July,  1787;  bad  issue, 
VL     1.  Geo.  Augustus  William,  baptized  May,  17&8,at_St.  Georges.  Han- 
over Square.  London;  buried  6  January,  1806. 

2.  Miranda,  baptized  80  August.  1790.  .   ,   o-  ». 

3.  Leicester,  bom  at.Gopshall,  8  November,  .1792;  buried  2o  May, 

4.  Bichanl  Wm.  Penn,  bom  a  GopshaU.  December  11,  1795,  baptiied 
^  in  the  Chapel,  7  January,  1797.     Tht  jntttnt  Earl  Howr. 
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V.  2.  CAtherino  Curzon,  baptized  17'>8;  married  Sir  Goorgo  Bromley,  1778. 
3.  Mary  Curzon,  baptized  17C3;  buried  ISOi;   married  Liaron  titoweli, 
1779. 

II.  5.  .M.»ry  Jcnnens,   b.vptized  at    St.  Martins,   Birmingham;  buried  at  Nether- 

vrhitcacrc,  "^7  October,  1700.  C'pinftcr. 
■  ti.  Elizabeth  Jenncus,  iuptizc  I  at  St  Mru-tins,  Rirminc:h;xiii.  4  .January,  160'); 
buricil  22  February,  1707,  as  Klizabctli.  wife  of  Bcnj.  I'.ird  — Jsrcmiah 
Smith,  first  liusbaiid,  married  7  October,  1714,  at  liandworth. —  ijcnj. 
iijrd.  second  liusband. 
7.  John  Jeunens  baptized  5  September,  lCo7,  at  St.  Martins.  Birnrinf^hara; 
buried  at  Batli,  i7Cr>;  raariie  1  Elizabeth  Fisher,  sister  to  Sir  Clement 
Fislicr,  in  10^4      lie  liad  iss'ie, 

III.  1.  Ann  Jcnneni  did    before    her  fatlier,  buried   at  St.  Georges,  in  the  Fields, 

london. 
2   Mary  Jennens,  baptized  IGHS;  buried,  173G    at  Christ  Church,  London, 
II  Spinster.     I',xecutri\  of  her  father. 
II.  H    Kuuipiircy  Jcnnens,  baptized,  ItiOS,    at  St.    Martins,  Birmingliam;   buried 
Beptcaibcr,  171^-3,  a  b.iciiclir,  of  bt.  Clements  Danes.     His  will  proved  by 
his  brother  V.'iUi.im,   1725. 
1>.  F.ather  .Jeunens,  baptize!  24  December,  IHTO;  married  25  November,  1701;. 
died  21  July,  17G4;  she  married  Win  Ilinmer,  of  Bett -sliled,  Flint,  who 
wa,s  buried  2Xovember,  17U.     He  had  issue,  viz: 
III.   1,  Thomas    Haiimer,  m.irricd,  in  1733,   Lad^'  Catherine  Porcival,    buried 
1748. 

2.  Wm.  Hammer,  married  his  first  cousin,  Elizabeth  Jenncns,  daughter  ot 
Charles  Jenncns,  172t'). 

3.  Humphrey  Hannier,  iiiarricd  Catherine  Quartermain. 

4.  Phelicia  ilanir.er,  buried  1741.  married  liev.  Taunton  Degg. 

5.  Susannah  Hanmer.  buried  173-5,  marrie  i  Reginald  Pindcr.     lie  took  the 
name  of  Lygon      i'liey  had  issue,  viz  : 

IV.  1.   Wil  i;uu  Lygon,  biptizc-d  1747;  buried  ISlf/.  — He  was  the  joint  ad- 
minirlrator  with  Mary,  Viscountess  of  Andover,  of  the  estate  of  Wm. 
Jennens.     >:he  was   the  grand-vlaughtcr  of  Sir  Clement   Fisher,  by 
Ann  .Jennens,  his  wife. 
2.  Elizabeth  Lygon,  married  Hon.  Joh'i  York. 
III.  6.  Mary  Hanmer,  buried  unmarried 
II    10,  Robert  Jcnnens.  baptized  1672;  buried  at  Acton,  25  February,  1725;  m.ar- 
ned  Ann  Gui  lott,   1 7   October,    170.),  at  Westminster  Abbey;  buried  at 
Acton,  1761.     Had  i.ssue,  viz: 

William  .lennens,    baptized  4  September,    1701.     King  Wm.  Ill ,  was 
.  .  -      ■■■  his  God-father,  died  19  -Tune,  IJUH,  intestate.     The  late  .\!ary.  Vis- 

countess .Vndovcr,   and  William.  1st  Earl   of  Beauciiamp,    were  his 
administrators     Catherine,  Dowager,  Countess  ofBeauchamp,  is  now 
his  pcrsi.'nal  representative. 
II.  11.  P.'iclicia  Jennens,  baptized  1674;  buried  1744,  .a  Spinster. 
If.  12.   \Villiam  Jennens.  baptized  10  November,  1676;  buried  1744,  a  bachcdor    He 
wa.s  a  merchant   of  London   and  of  North  Baraet.     ;?ole  executor  to  his 
brother  Humphrey's  Will. 

This  pedigree  shows  how  the  Andovers,  the  Lygons,  (now 
Beauchamps)  and  the  Howe's  administered  to  the  Estate  of  Wm, 
Jennens;  who  died  in  1798.  . 

CM.  FISnER. 
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